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Whether  we  consider  the  high  importance  of  the  In- 
vestigation which  is  the  subject  of  the  following  sheets, 
the  rank  and  situation  of  the  parties  implicated  in  it,  the 
extraordinary  nature  of  the  transactions  disclosed,  or  the 
national  benefit  that  may  confidently  be  expected  from 
their  public  exposure;  we  are  justified  in  asserting,  as  it 
tas  been  emphatically  observed,  that  ''  the  volume  de- 
tailing these  proceedings  will  be  one  of  the  most  interesting 
in  the  English  language."  It  will  be  handed  doun  to 
posterity  as  a  precious  deposit,  and  our  children's  children 
will  recur  to  it  as  a  sacred  record,  that  in  our  days  the 
pure  fiam.e  of  patriotism,  and  the  genuine  spirit  of  inde- 
pendence, were  not  extinguished  in  Britain. 

Truly  may  we  exult  in  Ihe  spectacle  which  our  country 
has  recently  exhibited  to  the  astonished  world.  A  nation 
sitting  in  judgment,  by  means  of  its  representatives,  on 
the  Son  of  its  Sovereign,  to  whom  it  had  delegated  a  trust 
of  great  responsibility,— on  a  person  removed  but  two 
dei^rees  from  the  throne ;  certainly  affords  an  example  to 
wh^ch  no  other  region  of  the  globe  can  produce  a  parallel. 
It  demonstrates  that  the  equal  administration  of  justice, 
one  of  the  chief  blessings  of  Englishmen,  is  not  a  chimera, 
that  the  highest  as  well  as  the  lowest  servant  of  the  public 
is  amenabfe  to  the  tribunal  of  the  nation,  and  that  they 
are  both  equally  accountable  for  their  deviations  from  the 
line  of  their  duty. 

That   j^reat  effects   very   often    result  from    the  most 
trivial  causes,  is  an  observation  that  cannot  have  escaped 
the   most  heedless  and   unreflecting.      We  are    sanguin-^ 
enough  to  believe,  that  the  enquiry  which  has  just  term  j' 
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nated,  is  only  the  prelude  to  others  still  more  momeutons, 
and  that  they  must  produce,  sooner  or  later,  a  reform  that 
is  so  much  wanted  in  our  Military  System — that  fatal  and 
hitherto  inexplicable  system  which  has  &o  long  been  in- 
efficient for  any  great  or  beneficial  purpose.  On  this 
subject  we  shall  beg  leave  to  make  a  few  rejections,  intro- 
ductory to  tlie  brief  view  which  it  is  our  intention  to  take 
of  the  immediate  causes  which  led  to  the  late  investigation. 

It  must  be  obvious  to  the  most  common  observer,  that 
the  materials  composing  the  army  of  England,  are  superior 
to  those  which  constitute  her  navy.  Our  soldiers  and 
sailors  being  equally  distinguished  for  acts  of  individual 
heroism,  have  been  equally  successful  in  destroying  their 
opponents  in  battle.  While,  however,  the  heterogeneous 
mixture  that  belongs  to  her  nav^^,  has  not  only  conquered 
the  enemies  of  Britain  on  every  part  of  the  ocean,  but 
rides  over  that  ocean  without  a  rival,  the  scourge,  the 
tenor,  and  the  admiration  of  the  world  ;  those  whose 
duty  it  has  been  to  fight  on  land,  though  equally  cou* 
rageous,  and  possessing  every  advantage  in  point  of  phy? 
sical  strength,  have  sometimes  been  devoted  to  slaughter 
hy  unskilful  and  cowardly  leaders,— have  often  experienced 
disasters  in  the  midst  of  conquest,  and  have  scarcely 
ever  been  able  to  reap  the  fruits  of  their  victories. 

The  cause  of  this  difference  >ya&  well  undei*stood. 
Every  one  must  know  that  the  office  of  Lord  High  Admi- 
ral of  England  is  vested  in  a  board  of  experienced  men^ 
who,  though  not  all  employed  in  the  naval  service,  are^ 
however,  well  acquainted  with  the  nature  of  that  service, 
and  devote  their  whole  time  and  attention  to  the  best^ 
means  of  promoting  its  interests.  On  the  contrary,  alL 
the  military  movements  and  appointments  have  been  under 
the  sole  direction  of  one  individual,  acting  in  the  double 
character  of  a  civil  and  military  officer.  Is  it  to  be  sup- 
posed that  one  man,  however  transcendent  his  abilities, 
however  unremitting  his  industry,  could  ever  be  compe- 
tent to  direct  such  a  vast  and  complicated  concern  ? 

Notwithstanding  the  palpable  absurdity  of  such  an  idea, 
and  the  proposal  for  the  appointment  af  a  Military  Coun- 
cil,   the    sole    command  and  direction  of  the  army  has, 
since  the  *ye^r  1793,  rested  in  the  Duke  of  York.     It  is  ge- 
\erally  admitted,  that  previous  to  the  military  adn^inistrar 
on  of  his  Uoyal  Highness,  the  most  flagrant  abuses  exr 
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Jsted  iTi  that  department;  that  ho  regard  was  paid  to 
valour,  skill,  or  services ;  that  meritorious  lieutenarrts, 
with  grey  hairs  and  mutilated  limbs,  were  commanded 
by  beardless  youths  who  had  never  seen  an  action,  and 
that  boys  at  school  were  receiving  full  pay  as  of- 
ficers ;^-than  this  system  nothing  more  unjust  and  cruel, 
with  regard  to  individuals;  or  more  absurd,  corrupt,  and 
ruinous,  with  regard  to  the  public,  can  scarcely  be  con- 
ceived. When  the  Duke  of  York  obtained  the  chief  com- 
mand, some  salutary  alterations  were  introduced.  All  the 
little  school-boys  were  swept  out  of  the  army  list,  and 
obliged  to  wait  till  they  were  able  to  handle  a  sword  before 
they  were  allowed  to  pocket  the  public  money.  For  these, 
and  other  improvements,  his  Royal  Highness  is  certainly 
intitled  to  much  praise. 

But,  if  some  abuses  were  reformed,  others  were  still  suffer- 
ed to  exist.  No  man  should  enjoy  the  facility  of  obtain- 
ing a  military  command  by  means  of  money;  and  well  at- 
tested merit  alone  ought  to  be  the  passport  to  promotion. 
The  power  to  confer  military  rank  should  not  rest  in  one 
individual,  because  no  single  person  can  be  competent 
to  decide  on  the  merits  of  the  candidates.  Till  these  things 
are  corrected,  we  may  expect  to  see  generals  who  have 
neither  courage  nor  skill,  entrusted  with  important  com- 
mands, the  bravest  men  in  the  world  sacrificed  to  igno- 
rance and  cowardice  ;  and  the  most  magnificent  plans  frus- 
trated by  some  unaccountable  interference  or  fatality. 

We  mean  not  to  condemn  the  Duke  of  York  as  the 
author  of  a  system  so  ill  calculated  for  the  presejit  critical, 
moment,  when  abilities  should  be  the  only  claim  to  mili- 
ta^v  distinction,  and  when  all  the  energies  of  the  country 
should  be  employed  to  the  best  possible  effect.  We  know 
that  it  originated  not  with  him.  But  we  challenge  any  one, 
after  perusing  the  facts  detailed  in  this  volume,  to  deny 
that  he  eithe<r  connived  at  very  great  abuses,  or  was  guiky 
of  culpable  neglect  in  the  high  office  with  which  he  was  en-* 
trusted. 

That  promotions  in  the  army  had  been  obtained  by  fe- 
male influence,  previous  to  the  connection  which  led  to  the 
late  enquiry,  was  publicly  and  confidently  asserted  :  but  it 
was  not  till  the  intimacy  of  his  Royal  Highness  with  Mrs. 
Clarke  that  a  regular  system  of  private  traffic  in  commis-  'J 
sions  was  established,  to  the  great  injury  of  the  fund  tc  .^ 
.  ,  whir  *f.'r* 
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which  the  produce  of  them  ought  to  be  appropriated,  to 
the  disgrace  of  the  military  character,  and  the  dishonor  of 
the  comitry  ;  it  was  not  till  this  period  that  the  house  in 
which  the  Commander  in  Chief  resided  was  converted  into 
an  army  broker's  office ;  and  all  this  we  are  assured  upon  '*the 
honor  of  a  prince"  was  done  without  his  privity  or  consent ! 

Of  the  chief  agent  in  these  transactions  it  may  not  be 
amiss  to  give  a  few  particulars  : 

j\lrs.  Clarke,  whose  present  celebrity  forms  a  striking 
contrast  with  her  humble  origin,  is  the  daughter  of  a  Mr. 
Farquhar,  Avho,  we  believe,  was  a  corrector  of  the  press  in 
a  printino;-oliice.     She  was  married  at  the  age  of  fifteen  to 
M\\  Joseph  Clarke,  the  son  of  a  respectable  builder  on 
Snow  Hill.     Her  conduct  as  a  wife  was  marked  with  strict 
propriety;    and  of  the  offspring  of  this  union  two  girls 
and  a  boy  are  still  living,  and  provided  for  by  their  mother, 
Mr.  Clarke's  dissolute  life  and  depraved  habits  at  length 
rendered  it  impossible  for  her  to  continue  with  him  any 
longer,  and  in  1802  a  separation  ensued.     She  then  went 
to  Reside  with  her  mother,  till,  in  the  following  year,  she 
consented,  after  numberless  solicitations,  to  place  herself 
under   the  protection  of  the  Duke  of  York.     Possessing 
great  vivacity  of  disposition,   agreeable    manners,    and  a 
more  than  ordinary  share   of  wit  and  understanding,  she 
soon  acquired  a  complete  ascendency  over  his  Royal  High- 
ness,  who  commenced  an  expensive  establishment  for  her ; 
but,  if  we  believe  her  account  (and  we  see  no  reason  to 
doubt  its  veracity)  was  rather  backward  in  supplying  the 
means  of  keeping  it  up  in  such  a  style  as  she  thought  be- 
fitting his  elevated  rank. 

That  a  woman  in  such  a  situation  should,  incompliance 
with  the  wishes  of  her  protector,  launch  out  into  a  life  of 
c-aiety,  and  indulge  in  habits  of  profusion,  is  not  astonish- 
ing ;  neither  is  it  matter  of  surprise  that  she  should 
avail  herself  of  the  hints  she  received  respecting  the  mode 
in  which  she  might  find  a  ready  resource  in  every  exigency. 
Whatever  difference  of  opinion  may  exist  on  this  and 
other  points  of  the  evidence  submitted  to  the  public  in  the 
following  sheets,  so  much  at  least  is  incontrovertibly 
proved-rthat  the  Duke  of  York  was  living  at  an  enormous 
ex  pence  with  this  woman,  to  whom  he  made  a  very  inade- 
quate allowance  ;  that  she  represented  herself  as  possessing 
♦he  power  of  procuring  military  promotions;  that  her  in- 
fluence 
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fluence  was  generally  acknowledged  and  believed,  and 
that  in  consideration  of  her  exercising  this  influence  with 
success,  she  received  considerable  sums  of  money  of  num- 
berless officers,  who  actually  looked  upon  their  promotion 
as  having  been  effected  by  her  means. 

For  three  years  these  transactions  were  continued,  till 
the  Duke,  for  reasons  foi'eign  to  the  subject  before  us, 
thought  lit  to  separate  from  his  mistress,  to  whom  he  pro- 
mised an  annuity  of  four  hundred  pounds  a  year.  The 
payment  of  this  allowance,  however,  was  not  only  soon 
discontinued,  but  she  was  left  considerably  in  debt  for  the 
maintenance  of  an  establishment  created  by  himself,  for 
the  sole  purpose  of  his  personal  convenience  and  gratiti- 
cation. 

It  is  no  wonder  that  these  and  other  hardships  which 
she  had  to  endure,  should  lead  to  complaints  of  the  con- 
duct of  his  Royal  Highness,  and  that  these  complaints 
should  find  their  way  beyond  the  immediate  circle  of  Mrs. 
Clarke's  acquaintance.  Thus  it  was  that  they  accidentally 
reached  the  ears  of  Colonel  Wardle. 

This  gentleman,  who  has  commenced  his  political  career 
with  such  distinction  by  instituting  the  proceedings  which 
we  are  about  to  detail,  is  a  native  of  Cheshire,  and  pos- 
sesses a  considerable  fortune.  During  the  rebeUion  in 
Ireland,  he  served  as  Lieutenant  Colonel  in  the  regiment 
of  x^ncient  Britons,  under  the  command  of  Sir  Watkin 
WiUiams  Wynne.  Since  that  time,  he  has  been  chiefly  re- 
markable as  a  convivial  companion,  and  an  ardent  amateur 
of  the  sports  of  the  field;  till,  in  1807,  he  was  returned 
to  Parliament  for  the  Borough  of  Oakham pton.  Too 
high  an  eulogium  cannot  be  paid  him  for  the  manly  inde- 
pendence with  which  he  has  commenced  his  parliamentary 
career,  and  the  ability  with  which  he  conducted  the  im- 
portant investigation. 

The  attention  of  Colonel  Wardle  had  been  excited  by 
the  reports  circulated  in  various  v.'ays  respecting  the 
abuses  which  prevailed  in  the  military  department,  and 
the  undue  influence  exercised  to  obtain  promotion.  Hav- 
ing heard  of  the  dissatisfaction  expressed  by  Mrs.  Clarke, 
he  procured  an  introduction  to  her,  and  indirectly  ob- 
tained from  her  that  information  on  which  he  grounded  the 
Charges  that  gave  rise  to  the  proceedings  which  form  the  .d 
subject  of  this  work. 
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On  the  manner  in  which  the  Charges  preferred  against 
the  Duke  of  York  were  first  met— with  declamations  of 
a  compiracy,  a  Jacobin  couspii^acy  agaiust  the  House  of 
Brunsxvick—oi  the  licentiousness  of  the  press^  and  of  the 
infamy  that  must  fall  either  on  the  accuser  or  tlie  accused, 
we  shall  abstain  from  all  comment.  To  the  mind  of 
every  j^enuine  lover  of  his  country,  these  subjects  must 
furnish  an  abundant  source  of  serious  reflection. 

While  we  regret  on  the  one  hand,  that  for  the  sake  of 
virtue,  morality,  and  decency,  the  friends  of  his  Royal 
Highness  the  Duke  of  York  should  have  been  so  inju- 
dicious as  to  court  the  most  public  mode  of  enquiry ;  we 
exult  on  the  other  in  the  opportunity  which  has  thus 
been  afforded  to  every  individual  who  peruses  these  pages, 
to  form  his  own  opinion  on  such  a  momentous  subject. 
We  exult  in  the  probability  that  this  exposure  of  the  most 
flagrant  abuses,  may  lead  to  a  thorough  reform  in  our 
Military  System,  and  in  the  prospect  of  the  benefits  which 
our  country  is  likely  to  derive  from  it.  We  exult  that  the 
nation  has  among  its  representatives,  men  in  whose 
bosoms  the  sacred  flame  of  patriotism  glows  with  unsullied 
purity ;  men  who  are  not  afraid  to  attack  corruption 
wherever  it  may  be  found,  and  "  to  attack  it  strongly 
too  ;" — deeply  sensible  that  were  such  characters  wanting* 
to  check  the  destructive  torrent,  it  would  soon  undermine 
the  venerable  fabric  of  our  Constitution,  whose  fall  must 
bury  in  one  promiscuous  ruin,  our  hearths,  our  altars^ 
and  the  throne- ! 
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Ills  Royal  Highness  the  Duhe  of  Yo7'h. 


Every  person  who  has  been  in  the  habit  of  paying  the  least 
degree  of  attention  to  public  afRiirs,  must  be  acquainted  with  th« 
allesraiions.  which,  towards  the  conclusion  of  the  year  iS08,  were 
ppenly  made^  respecting  the  existence  of  corrupt  influence  over 
tile  miHtary  department  of  the  British  empire,  to  the  great  pre- 
judice of  the  service,  and  of  the  general  interests  of  the  nation. 
This  charge,  and  the  facts  upon  which  it  was  founded,  were  of 
too  much  importance,  and  reflected  too  severely  on  bis  Royal 
Highness  the  Duke  of  York,  as  Commander  in  Chief,  to  pas« 
unnoticed.  A  considerable  sensation  was  excited  in  the  public 
mind;  but  owing  to  the  prorogation  of  Parliament,  there  was  no 
tribunal  competent  to  investigate  the  case.  While  the  statements 
thus  given  to  the  world,  tended  to  convince  every  impartial  per- 
son of  the  necessity  of  an  inquiry,  they  rouzed  the  resentment  of 
the  administration,  who  loudly  proclaimed  them  to  be  atrocious 
libels;  and  the  law  officers  of  the  crown,  were  directed  to  bring 
their  authors  and  propagators  to  condign  punishment. 

This  matter  had,  in  the  mean  time,  engaged  the  serious  con- 
sideration of  some  of  the  members  of  the  legislative  assembly  of 
the  nation.  Early  in  1809j  the  Parliament  assembled;  no  iim« 
Was  lost  in  pressing  a  subject  of  such  high  consequence  upon  its 
attention ;  and  this  ltd  to  the  proceedinojg  detailed  ia  the  fgilow- 
Kjg  page*,  1^ 
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On  Friday,  January  SQth,  Colonel  Wardle,  one  of  the  Mem- 
bers for  Oakhatopton,  gave  notice  that  he  intended  to  submit  to 
the  House  of  Commons;  on  that  day  sennight,  a  motion  on  the 
subject  of  the  conduct  of  his  Royal  Highness  the  Duke  of  York, 
Commander  in  Chief,  respecting  promotions,  the  disposal  of 
commissions,  and  the  raising  of  new  levies  for  the  Army. 

Accordingly,  on  the  27th  of  January,  Colonel  Wardli 
rose  for  the  purpose  of  making  his  promised  motion,  which  he 
prefaced  with  the  following  address: — 

SIR,  I  rise,  in  pursuance  of  a  former  notice,  to 
submit  to  the  House  a  motion,  relative  to  the  promotions  in 
cm*  army.  Fully  aware  of  the  great  importance  of  the  subject 
which  I  am  to  bring  forward,  I  must  say  I  really  feel  myself 
somewhat  inadequate  to  the  task,  and  wish  it  had  fallen  into  abler 
hands ;  but  the  ardent  zeal  I  entertain  for  the  service  of  the  coun- 
try, supported  by  facts  incontrovertible,  may  enable  me  to  rescue 
the  military  service  from  the  baneful  influence  of  corrupt  practices. 
To  stand  forth  the  public  accuser  of  a  man  of  such  high  rank  as 
the  Commander  in  Chief,  may  be  deemed  an  arduous  and  pre- 
sumptuous undertaking;  however  arduous  and  presumptuous  it 
may  be,  nothing  shall  divert  me  from  the  performance  of  my  duty  ; 
and  I  trust  he  will  feel  that,  however  high  he  may  stand  in  point 
of  rank  or  influence,  the  voice  of  the  people,  stated  through 
their  representatives,  will  prevail  over  corruption,  and  that  justice 
will  be  done  to  a  suflering  nation.  I  can  assure  the  House  I  have 
no  other  motive  in  view,  thai*  the  honest  one  of  rendering  to  oiu: 
country  a  service.  Feeling  as  1  do,  that,  in  matters  like  this,  un- 
less corruption  be  attacked,  and  attacked  strongly  too,  this  coun- 
try will  fall  an  easy  prey  to  an  inveterate  enemy.  I  beg  leave  in 
the  first  instance  to  call  the  attention  of  the  House  to  the  estab- 
lishment of  the  present  Commander  in  Chief.  The  half-pay  fund 
arises  from  the  sale  of  the  commissions  of  those  ofliicers,  who  are 
not  tliemselves  permitted  to  gell  them,  and  of  those  who  are  dis- 
missed from  the  service.  The  power  which  he  has  thereby  ac- 
quired, is  that  of  rewarding  any  meritorious  officers,  either  by 
giving  them  any  of  those  commissions,  or  applying  the  produce  of 
them  to  the  reduction  of  the  half-pay  list,  or  in  aid  of  the  com- 
passionate fund.  These  I  believe  are  all  the  powers  which  a  Com- 
mander in  Chief  has  ever  been  presumed  to  possess  over  those 
funds.  If  then  I  can  prove  that  commissions  so  becoming  vacant 
have  been  sold,  and  the  money  applied  to  very  different  purposes, 
I  shall  then  establish  this  one  fact,  at  least,  that  the  plan  upon 
which  this  fund  had  originated,  has  been  totally  abandoned.  It 
is  evident,  that  in  cases  such  as  those  I  shall  name,  merit  has  not 
•eceived  its  reward ;  that  the  half-pay  list  has  not  been  reduced^ 
nd  that  the  compassionate  fund  has  not  been  conducted  on  its 
'giual  footing.     However  much  I  may  feel  repugnant  at  taking 
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any  notice  of  the  abuses  of  this  power,  by  such  a  high  iiidi vidua!, 
yet  it  is  absolutely  necessary  that  I  should  state  particular  lact^,  iu 
order  to  lay  tlie  matter  open  for  investigation. 

The  establishment  to  which  I  allude,  look  place  in  the  year  1803, 
when  his  Royal  Highness  the  Commander  in  Chief  took  a  hauti- 
some  house,  set  up  a  full  retinue  of  servants  and  horses,  and  also  a 
lady  of  the  name  of  Clarke.  I  trust  the  House  v»  ill  excuse  me  for 
stating  such  facts  as  these,  and  also  for  mentioning  a  variety  of 
names  of  parties  concerned  in  each  of  them,  my  intention  be- 
ing, that  it  shall  be  impossible  for  any  individual  to  say,  that  1 
have  taken  up  this  matter  on  slight  grounds. 

The    first  instance   I   shall  state  is  that  of  Captain  Tonyn,   of 
the   48th    Regiment,    who    was   promoted    to    the   Majority   of 
the  3 1st  Regiment,    on    the    '2d   of  August,    1804,    and    whom 
I   believe  to  be  a  very  meritorious  olhcer,  and   one   as  deserv- 
ino-  of  promotion  as  any  man   whatever.     1   mean  to  throw  out 
wo  reflection   on  individuals,  but  merel}-  to   state   cases   as  they 
have  been  stated  to  me.     Captain  Fonyn  having  remained  a  great 
many  years  without  promotion,  though  no  man  had  a  better  claim 
to  it,  he  being  the  son  of  a  very  experienced  general,  might  have 
purchased  a  commission,  had  he  thought  proper;  but  it  s^o  hap- 
pened,   that  this    Captain   Tonyn    was   introduced    by   Capttun 
Sandon,  of  the  Royal  Waggon  Train,  to  this  Mrs.  Clarke,  and  it 
appears  it  was  agreed,  thai,  upon  his  being  promoted  to  the  Ma- 
jority of  the  3ist  Regiment,  he  should  pay  her  500/.     In  transac- 
tions  of  this  nature,  from   inquiries  I  have   made,   I  find   it  was 
usual  for  the  money  to  be  paid  into  the  hands  of  a  third  party, 
and  made  payable  to   the  order  of  the  party  who  was  ultimately 
to  receive  it.     The  agent,  in  this  instance,  was  a  Mr.  Donovan, 
suro-eon,   in   Charles   Street,  St.  James's  Square;  and,  as  I  shall 
have  occasion  to   take  particular  notice  of  this  individual,  I  shall 
take  the  liberty  of  stating  who  and  what  he  was.     I  find,  that  in 
the  year  J  802,  he  was  appointed  a  Lieutenant  in  the  4th  Royal 
Garrison   Battalion,  and  afterwards    removed  and   promoted    to 
another  of  the  garrison  battalions.     Now,  Sir,  I  have  endeavour- 
ed to  find  out  what  military  services  this  gentleman  performed, 
that  could  entitle  him  to  hold  any  such  commission,  but  have  been 
able  to  find  none.     It  is  an  extraordinary  circumstance,  that  from 
his  first  appointment,  dowji  to  this  present  hour,  it  appears  he  has 
never  been  near  his  regiment,  but  that  he  has  a  perpetual  leave 
of  absence.     When  the  House  knows  the  reason  for  this  person 
being  resident  in  London,  they  will  not  be  at  ail  surprised  at  his 
being  allowed  a  constant  leave  of  absence ;  besides  this,  it   ap- 
pears that  during  the  American  war,  he  enjoyed  an  appointment 
upon  the  medical  staff,  and  still   continues  to  form  a  part  of  it. 
The.  500/.  which  I  have  mentioned  to  have  been  lodged  with  this 
Mr,  Donovan,  by  Capt.  Sandon,  was  paid  by  hiui  to  Mrs.  Clarke. 
The  difference  between  a  company  and  a  majority  is  i,lOO/.;  thi?^ 
kdy  received  only  500/.,  while  tiie  half-pay  fund  lost  the  whol^c 
sum,  for  tbs  purpose  of  putting  500L  into  the  pocket  of  M-. 
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C^arke.  This  500Z.  I  sbal]  be  able  to  prove  was  paid  bj  Mrs. 
Clarke  to  Mr.  Perkins,  a  silversmith,  in  pari  payment  for  a  service 
of  plate,  that  the  Commander  in  Chief  made  good  the  remainder, 
and  that  the  goods  were  sent  to  his  house  in  Gloucester-place. 
From  this  1  infer,  first,  that  Mrs.  Clarke  possesses  the  power  of 
military  promotion  ;  secondly,  that  she  received  a  pecuniary  con- 
sideratioii  for  such  promotion;  and  thirdly,  that  the  Commander 
in  Chief  was  a  partaker  in  the  benelii  arising  from  such  transac- 
tions. In  this  case,  there  are  no  less  than  five  different  person* 
who  can  be  called  as  w^itnesses,  viz.  Major  Tonyrr,  Mrs.  Clarke^ 
Mr.  Donovan,  Captain  Sandon_,  and  the  executor  of^  Mr.  Per- 
kins, the  siiversmith. 

Tlie  next    instances   I    shall    give,    are   those   of    Lieutenant 
Colebrooke,    of   the   56th    Regiment,    and  Lieutenant  Knightj* 
of  the   Dragoon  Guards.     A   Mr.   Tuck,  a   medical  gentleman^ 
it  appears,   was  concerned   in    the    first    of  these    transactions, 
for  it  was  agreed  between  him  and  Mrs.  Clarke^  that  she  should 
receive  200/.  upon  Lieutenant  Colebrooke's  name  appearing  in  the 
Gazette   for  promoiion.     At  that  moment,  it  appears,  this  lady, 
was  anxious  to  go  on  an  excursion  into  the  country,  and  she  stated  ^ 
to  his  Royal  Highness,  that  she   had  an  opportunity  of  getting 
tiOO/.  to  defray  the  expences  of  it^  without  applying  to  him.    This 
was  stated  upon  a  Thursday,  and  on  the  Saturday  following  this 
oiiicer's   name  appeared  in  the  Gazette,  and  he  was  accordingly 
promoted,  upon  which  Mr.  Tuck  waited  on  the  lady  and  paid  her 
the  money.     To  this-  transaction,  therefore,  I  can  call  as  witnesses,, 
Lieutenant  Colebrooke,  Mr.  Tuck,  and  Mrs.  Clarke.     Without 
staling  the  particulars  of  the  other  case  I  have  alluded  to,  I  shall 
content  myself  with  mentioni.ig  one  or  a  very  different  nature, 
wbich  occurred  within  these  eight  or  ten  months,  and  that  1  do 
it  for  the  purpose  of  shewing  how  very  jdifficult  it  was,  in  many 
instances,  for  ofiicers  of  the  highest  merit  to  be  allowed  the  small- 
est indulgence  in  regard  to  change.     Two  officers  of  the  1st  Re- 
giment of  Foot,  Major  Macdonald  and  Major  Sinclair,  who  are 
generally  acknowledged  to  be  officers  of  merit,  happening  to  be 
both  in  a  bad  state  of  health,  Major  Macdonald  was  ordered  to 
join   his  regiment  in  the  West  Indies  ;  but  being  sensible  that 
the  climate   would   prove  injurious  to   him,  and   Major  Sinclair 
havino-  been  in  the  West  Lidies,  where  he  had  enjoyed  his  health 
much  better  ihan  here,  they  mutually  agreed  to  apply  for  an  ex- 
change.    Application  was  accordingly  made  to  the  Commander 
in  Chief,  and  it  was   urged   as   strongly  as  possible ;  every  things 
was  attempted,  but  in    vain  ;  the  Commander  in  Chief  ordered 
Major  Macdonald  to  go  to  the  West  Lidies,  where  he  sooti  fell  a 
victim  to  the  climate;  and  he  forced  Major  Sinclair  to  remain  at 
home,  where  his  health  became  worse,  and  he  died.     These  of- 
ficers, it-appeared,  had  offered  no  bribe  of  200/.,  and  therefore 
they  were  oblio^ed  to  combat  stations,  which  caused  the  termina-* 
.>i)  of  their  existence.     The  next  instance  is  that  of  Major  John 
'  aw^  who  was  upon  the  full  pay  in  Champagny's  Regiment.     He 
'*    ^   ■  sippliedt 


a-pplied  for  tlie  ofBce  of  Deputy  Barrack- Maslscr- General,  at  the 
Cape  of  Good  Hope,  Dec.  Sd,  180(3,  and  in  that  apjioititmcnt 
Mrs.  Clarke's  interference  will  be  strongU^  exemplified.  The  Com- 
mander in  Cliiet'iiad  no  favourable  opinion  of  this  Major  Shaw; 
but  we  find  that  oflicer  consented  to  gis^e  Mrs.  Clarke  1000/.  for 
this  ap})ointment,  and  he  was  accordingly  Gazetted,  April  3,  J  307  ; 
soon  after  that,  it  appears,  that  this  gentleman,  in  compliance 
with  his  obligixtion  to  pay  that  bribe,  sent  several  sums  of  money 
to  Mrs.  Clarke,  amounting  in  all  to  600/. — She  applied  in  vain 
for  the  remainder,  which,  owing  to  some  embarrassments,  he  was 
not  able  puoctually  to  pay.  When  she  found  tiiat  he  was  not 
competent  to  fulfil  his  engacjement,  she  complained  bitterly  of 
this  breach  of  contract  to  the  Commander  in  Chief,  who,  feeling 
ibr  her  situation,  was  much  enraged,  and  immediately  for  thi* 
hreach  of  contract f  put  Major  Shaw  upon  half-pay.  1  have  in  my 
possession  a  letter  from  Major  Shaw,  complaining  violently  of 
this  conduct,  and  there  are  also  several  letters  written  b;^  Mrs, 
Shaw,  (his  wife)  to  this  Mrs.  Clarke,  threatening  her  and  the 
Commander  in  Chief  with  a  public  exposure.  I  believe  the  staff 
in  America,  are  all  in  the  same  predicament;  and,  indeed,  I 
know  but  of  one  instance  of  any  ofricer  having  been  put  on  full  pay. 

I  think  this  shews  that  Mrs.  Clarke's  influence  extended  to 
the  &taif  abroad,  as  well  as  to  the  army  at  home,  and  that  the  Com- 
mander in  Chief  countenanced  this  individual,  and  rendered  him- 
self a  direct  party  to  her  transactions,  by  putting  an  oihcer  oa 
half-pay,  for  breach  of  his  bargain  with  her. 

'I'he  next  case  relates  to  a  levy  made  under  the  direction  of 
Colonel  French,  in  the  years  3804  and  J  805;  this  levy  was  set  oa 
foot  by  this  same  lady  Mrs.  Clarke. 

Colonel  French  was  introduced  to  her  by  Captain  Sandon, 
?nd  it  was  agreed  between  her  and  that  Colonel,  that  she 
should  have  a  given  sum  out. of  the  bounty  on  each  man  raised, 
"besides  the  patronage  of  a  certain  number  of  ofhcers,  in  consider- 
ation of  the  assistance  she  w  as  to  afibrd  Colonel  French  in  his 
promotion.  This  agreement  she  made  known  to  the  Commander 
in  Chief,  and  afterwards  sent  the  Colonel  to  the  Horse  Guards, 
and  he  obtained  his  object.  As  this  levy  proceeded,  she  received 
several  sums  of  money  through  the  hands  of  French,  Sandon,  and 
A  Mr.  Corri,  also  one  of  her  agents,  all  of  whom  can  be  brought 
as  witnesses  to  this  transaction.  There  was  one  sum  of  500/. 
"which  she  received  from  Mr.  Corri,  and  which  was  paid  through 
the  hands  of  another  agent,  a  Mr,  Cockayne,  a  solicitor,  in  Lyon's 
Inn.  Mr.  Donovan,  whom  I  have  mentioned  as  a  Lieutenant  of 
the  Royal  Garrison  Battalion,  was  the  agent  who  gave  in  writing, 
to  the  parties  applying  for  promotion,  a  statement  of  the  prices 
■which  M.rs.  Clarke  asked  for  what  she  nad  to  sell,  'Ihe  half-pay 
prices  appear  to  have  been,  for  a  nuijorjly,  900/.;  a  company, 
700/, ;  a  lieutenancy,  400/.  ;  and  an  ensigucy,  200/..  The  full-pay  ^^ 
prices  were,  for  a  majority,  2,600/.;  a  company,  1,500/.;  a  lieu-o^ 
feaancy,  550^. ;  and  an  ensigncy,  400/,  liius  i'siX  it  appears  thf^^! 
^-       >    •  ■      ■  ■  Mrt-'' 
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Mrs.  Clarke  was  interested  and  concerned  in  army  promotions, 
I  am  now  to  come  to  those  transactions  of  a  similar  nature,  where- 
in the  Commander  in  Chief  appears  to  have  been  alone  concerned. 
I  am  prepared  to  prove  that  the  Commander  in  Chief  was  to  have 
a  loan  from  Colonel  French,  through  Mr.  Grant,  of  Barnard's  Inn, 
on  account  of  his  promising  to  use  his  influence  to  procure  a  con- 
siderable sum  of  money  which  was  due  to  that  officer.  That  the 
Commander  in  Chief  did  use  his  influence  to  get  payment  of  these 
arrears  is  evident;  but  it  is  also  evident,  that  he  did  not  succeed, 
and,  therefore,  he  did  not  receive  the  loan  promised.  There  was 
no  less  than  3000/.  due  to  Colonel  French  from  Government. 
From  these  bases  1  think  it  will  plainly  appear,  that  not  only  did 
Mrs.  Clarke  possess  influence  to  procure  promotions,  to  effect 
exchanges,  the  power  of  augmenting  the  military  establishment 
of  the  country,  and  that  shewas  allowed  to  receive  pecuniary  re- 
munerations for  her  interference;  but  also,  that  the  Commander 
in  Chief  endeavoured  to  procure  pecuniary  resources  to  himself, 
both  in  conjunction  vvith,  as  well  as  independently  of,  Mrs.  Clarke. 
IVnall  now  allude  to  another  case,  namely,  that  of  Captain  Maling, 
of  the  73d  Regiment.  He  was  appointed  a  Captain  in  the  Royal 
African  corps,  upon  the  15th  of  January,  1808;  that  corps  being 
commanded  by  Col.  Gordon,  the  Duke  of  York's  Secretary.  I 
believe  that  Captain  Mahng  is  a  perfectly  meritorious  officer;  I 
have  not  the  honour  of  knowing  him,  but  I  have  heard  him  highly 
spoken  of.  1  understand  he  had  the  good  fortune  to  get  his  first 
commission  in  1806,  when  he  was  a  clerk  in  Mr.  Greenwood'i 
office,  without  one  hour*s  military  service,  and  soon  afterwards 
was  appointed  to  a  company  in  Ireland.  In  the  space  of  three 
years,  he  has  been  put  over  the  heads  of  all  the  subalterns  in  the 
army,  manT/  hundreds  of  whom,  in  addition  to  their  long  service, 
and  the  wounds  they  have  received  in  their  country's  cause,  had 
actually  lodged  their  money  for  promotion.  Whether  this  is  doing 
justice  to  tlie  military  service  of  the  nation,  I  leave  to  gentlemea 
to  judge;  but  I  trust  I  have  stated  a  sufficient  number  of  cases,  to 
induce  the  House  to  gire  me  permission  to  appoint  a  Committee 
for  inquiring  into  such  gross  and  scandalous  abuses.  Before  con^ 
eluding,  however,  I  may  advert  to  this  other  very  extraordinary 
circumstance,  that  I  can  tell  Gentlemen,  that,  of  my  own  know* 
ledge,  at  this  very  hour  there  is  a  public  office  in  the  city,  wher^ 
commissions  are  still  offered  at  the  reduced  prices  which  Mrs, 
Clarke  chooses  to  exact  for  them.  The  agents  there  have  declared 
to  me,  that  they  are  now  employed  by  the  present  favourite  Mrs. 
, Carey.  They  have  not  only  declared  this  as  relative  to  military 
'commissions,"  but  they  have  carried  it  much  farther ;  for,  in  addi- 
tion to  commissions  in  the  army,  places  of  all  descriptions,  both 
in  Church  and  State,  are  transacted  at  their  office  ;  and  these 
agents  do  not  hesitate  to  give  it  under  their  own  hands,  that  they 
^'^are  employed  by  many  of  the  first  Officers  in  His  Majesty's  ser- 
^'-ice.  To  conclude,  1  trust,  that  after  the  statement  I  have  made^ 
'^■)  man  who  hai  beard  i»e  will  think  that  1  have  takea  up  thi 
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matter  lightly.  I  have  pressed  it  Upon  sure  grounds,  aud  am  pre- 
pared to  prove  tliese  assertions;  and  in  order  that  they  may  be  in- 
vestigated and  inquired  into,  I  beg  leave  to  move,  "  That  a  Com- 
mittee be  appointed  to  investigate  the  conduct  of  his  Royal  High- 
ness the  Duke  of  York,  in  his  capacity  of  Commander  in  Chief, 
with  regard  to  appointments,  promotions,  exchanges,  the  raising  of 
new  levies,  and  the  general  state  of  the  army." 

Sir  F.  Burdett  seconded  the  motion. 

The   Secretary  at  War  said  lie  did  not  rise  to  give  any  oppo- 
sition  to  the  motion,  at  least  to   anv  fair  and  reasonable  extent   to 

I'll  •  •  •  "^ 

wliicn   the   proposition   might  be    thought    necessary.     The    hon. 

gentleman  had,  in  a  very  candid  manner,  brought  forward  facts 
of  the  most  iin[)oriant  kind,  and  in  their  consequences  most  se- 
rious and  v.eighty.  He  conceived  the  House  would  readily 
acquiesce  in  going  into  an  inquiry  of  the  facts  which  had  then 
been  brought  forward,  or  any  other  facts  which  the  hon.  gentle- 
man might  still  intend  to  produce  hereafter ;  but  as  to  a  general 
hiquirv  into  the  conduct  of  the  Commander  in  Chief,  he  would 
not  agree.  He  was  certain  that  illustrious  personage  was  ready  to 
go  into  a  full  investigation  of  these  charges.  As  to  the  half-pay 
Jist,  he  had  already  stated,  on  former  occasions,  thnt  it  had  been, 
most  extensively  and  materially  benefited  by  the  Commander  in 
Chief,  who  had  voluntarily  resigned  a  very  extensive  patronage, 
in  order  that  tlie  sale  of  the  commissions  might  be  brought  in  aid 
of  the  Compassionate  Fund,  by  which  that  fund  had  been  greatly 
increased.  With  respect  to  the  barrack  department,  he  thought 
it  proper  just  to  state,  that  it  was  not  v.ithin  the  patronage  of  his 
Royal  Highness  the  Duke  of  York.  He  wished  also  to  observe, 
that  the  m.anncr  in  which  the  army  had  been  fitted  out,  which 
was  lately  sent  to  Portugal,  was  a  very  striking  mark  of  the  su- 
perior military  talents  of  the  Duke  of  York,  and  a  strong  proof 
of  his  great  attention  to  and  regard  for  that  army,  and  of  course 
militated  against  the  truth  of  charges,  which,  if  founded  in  truth, 
must  strike  at  its  discipline,  and,  through  that,  at  its  very  exist- 
ence. His  right  hon.  friend  near  him  (Sir  A.  Wellesley),  who  had 
so  lately  commanded  that  army,  w^ould  readily  tell  the  state  in 
which  he  found  it;  and  great  as  his  right  hon.  friend's  talents 
were  for  inspiring  his  soldiers  with  spirit,  and  activity,  he 
could  not  have  speedily  instilled  into  them  the  noble  energies  of 
which  they  had  given  such  unequivocal  and  brilliant  proofs,  if 
they  had  previously  been  under  such  inattention  to,  and  neglect  of 
discipline  as  these  charges  held  out.  The  spirit  of  promotion, 
which  had  been  infused  into  the  army  by  the  Commander  in 
Chief,  and  which  throve  so  vi^ell  under  his  auspices  and  nourish- 
ment, together  with  the  extreme  regularity,  order,  and  arrange- 
ment, which  he  liad  introduced  into  every  military  department, 
had  done  every  lb  inn;  for  the  army,  ^nd  evinced  that  he  had  ever 
been  actuated  by  the  greatest  zeal "^and  anxiety  for  its  honour  and 
its  interests, —  whereas,  the  charges,  if  true,  would  make  him  one  o^ 

i-»  most  inveterate  enemies.      He  thought   it   necessarv  to  ma'  . 
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these  few  observations  as  to  what  he  knew  of  the  conduct  of  the 
ilkistrioiis  personage  in  question  :  and,  having  done  so,  would  not 
trespass  further  on  the  time  of  tlie  House,  than  to  say  he  v;as  very 
happy  the  hon.  gentleman  had  brought  them  forward,  as  he  was 
sure  the  Commander  in  Chief  wished  nothing  more  earnestly  tlian 
that  they  might  be  fairly  and  fully  investigated. 

Sir  a.  Wellesley  said,  he  rejoiced  sincerely  that  the  hon. 
gentleman  had  brought  forv.-ard  certain  facts  on  wliich  a  Committee 
might  be  able  to  judge.  His  right  hon.  friend  had  said,  that  he 
was  able  to  speak  as  to  his  knowledge  of  the  army  he  had  lately 
commanded,  with  respect  to  its  discipline,  and  also  as  to  the 
character  and  conduct  of  the  Commander  in  Chief.  He  could 
truly  answer,  that  it  had  fallen  to  his  lot  to  know  particularly  ho\Y 
promotions  were  made,  and  that  such  an  advancement  in  the  army 
never  took  place  v.ithout  the  names  being  produced,  by  whom  re- 
commended, and  the  sums  ascertained  which  were  paid  for  the 
same.  There  was  also  a  correspondence,  shewing  how  the  money 
was  brought  in  that  was  intended  for  the  half-pay  Fund,  and  what 
sums  went  out  of  it.  He  rejoiced,  therefore,  at  the  statement  of 
facts  alleged,  and  then  brought  forward. 

With  respect  to  the  removal  of  the  Deputy  Barrack-Master- 
General  at  the  Cape  of  Good  Hope,  he  believed,  and  indeed  knew, 
it  was  a  case  that  frequently' occurred,  and  that  Staff-Officers,  not 
on  full  pay  at  the  time  they  were  appointed,  must  go  on  half-pay; 
those  who  happen  to  be  on  full  pay  at  the  time  appointed,  remain- 
ed on  full  pay;  but  those  only  on  half-pay  must  remain  so.  He 
did  not  know  that  this  was  the  case  in  the  instance  then  alluded 
to  by  the  hon.  gentleman,  but  he  mentioned  these  circumstances 
because  it  might  happen  to  be  so ;  and  if  it  were,  the  usage  of  the 
service  would  account  for  it,  and  shew  that  it  was  no  fault  nor 
partiality  in  the  Commander  in  Chief.  As  to  the  case  of  the  two 
Officers  in  the  AVest  Indies  (Major  Macdonald  and  Major  Sinclair) 
to  whom  the  hon.  gentleman  had  alluded,  he  thought  it  would  be 
putting  the  Commander  in  Chief  into  a  very  severe  and  invidious 
predicament  indeed,  if,  because  he  would  not  consent  to  any  par- 
ticular exchange  which  might  have  suited  the  private  convenience 
or  interests  of  those  two  individuals,  that  he  should,  therefore,  be 
liable  to  the  charge  of  their  deaths.  This  would  be  carrying  his 
responsibility  for  events  not  depending  on  himself  a  great  length 
indeed,  and  never  could  be  thought  reasonable.  If,  indeed,  general 
charoes  were  to  be  brousrht  forward  and  countenanced  as^ainst 
persons  filling  so  high  and  important  a  station  as  that  of  Com- 
mander in  Chief,  it  would,  he  feai-ed,  become  very  difficult  to 
prevail  on  persons  of  the  elevated  rank  of  the  illustrious  person  in 
question,  to  accept  an  office  of  such  extraordinary  and  extensive 
responsibiIit3\  It  would  appear  from  the  statement  of  the  alleged 
facts,  that  with  a  view  to  save  money  from  going  out  of  bis  own 
pocket,  the  Commander  in  C'i^ief  had  connived  at,  or  authorised 
the  sale  of  Commissions,  the  emoluments  of  which  went  into  the 
^offers  of  his  favourites,  to  the  great  ^detriment  and  injury  of  the 
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Compassionate  Fund.  This  seemed  to  be  most  contradictory  of 
every  principle  of  reason,  or  even  probability.  The  Compassion- 
ate Fund  actually  originated  with  the  Commander  in  Chief,  who 
gave  up  voluntarily,  and  most  liberally  and  generously,  a  very  ex- 
tensive patronage^  in  order  that  the  Commissions  so  within  his 
gift  might  be  sold,  and  added  to  the  Compassionate  Fund,  in 
order  to  exonerate  the  half-pay  list.  If  he  had  wished  to  make  use 
of  these  for  corrupt  ends,  nothing  could  be  further  from  his  pur- 
pose than  the  mode  he  had  adopt'ed.  He  coincided  perfectly  with 
his  right  hon.  friend  (the  Secretary  at  War,)  and  should  deem 
himself  greatly  deficient  in  duty,  as  well  as  justice,  should  he  omit 
to  speak  of  the  state  of  the  army  so  lately  under  his  command  in 
Portugal,  and  whose  gallant  achievements  had  so  recently  receiv- 
ed the  thanks  of  the  House.  He  really  believed  there  never  had 
been  an  army  in  a  higher  state  of  discipline,  from  the  Staff  down 
to  the  meanest  soldiei^  in  the  ranks ;  and  if  the  army  had  not^  per- 
formed the  feats,  and  acquired  the  glory  and  the  reward  of  the 
thanks  it  had  received,  the  fault  would  not  have  been  imputahle  to 
the  Commander  in  Chief,  but  to  himself  (Sir  Arthur)  only.^  He 
thought  so  much  from  l>im  was  due  to  the  Commander  in  Chief, 
to  wiiose  superior  military  talents  and  unremitting  zeal  and  assidu- 
ity, the  high  state  of  discipline  vvhich  our  army  could  now  boast, 
was  certainly  to  be  attrihuted.  Having  made  these  observations, 
he  should  certainly  vote  for  an  enquiry. 

Mr.  Yorke  said,  he  agreed  with  both  the  right  hon.  gentle- 
men who  had  just  spoken,  as  to  the  importance  of  the  charge, 
and  that  it  was  highly  deserving  the  attention  of  the  House.  He 
believed  there  was  never  a  charge  of  greater  magnitude  brought 
before  it;  nor  had  any  hon.  member  ever  before  taken  upoii  him 
to  bring  forward  alleged  facts  at  once  so  serious,  and  so  weighty 
in  themselves,  and  in  their  consequences.  He  v/as  very  sorry  to 
observe,  it  had  lately  been  the  misfortune  of  this  country,  to  have 
been  inundated  with  the  most  shameful,  scandalous,  and  atrocious 
libels  against  this  illustrious  character,  and  others  of  his  august 
family.  That  such  should  have  been  the  case,  was,  in  his  opinion, 
highly  disgraceful  to  the  country ;  and  he  was  happy  to  find  that 
the  matter  had  at  length  been  brought  into  a  tangible  shape,  and 
he  hoped  the  hon.  gentleman  would  proceed  with  his  facts,  and 
endeavour  to  prove  the  very  serious  and  important  charges  vAnch 
he  had  thus  nndertaken  to  do.  He  had  for  some  time  past  viewed 
with  the  deepest  (>oncern,  the  continued  and  repeated  current  of 
scurrility  which  had  been  poured  forth  against  various  branches  of 
the  Royal  Family  ;  and  he  could  not,  from  the  whole  complexion 
of  it,  consider  it  in  any  other  light  than  as  a  vile  conspiracy 
against  the  illustrious  House  of  Brunswick.  [J  loud  ay  of  Hear ! 
Hear!  from  all  parts  of  the  House.']  It  had  for  some  time  past 
been  thought  by  many,  and  said  by  some,  that  the  Jacobinical 
spirit  which  some  years  ago  so  unfortunately  pervaded  rnany  parts 
of  this  country,  was  in  a  great  degree  allayed  and  diminished,  if 
not  altoGrether  annihilated.     He  believed,  however,  that  where  a/' 
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Spirit  of  Jacobinism  bad  once  taken  root,  it  would  never  "be  wbollj 
subdued  or  eradicated;  and  when  he  reflected  on  the  numerous 
infamous  libels  which  had  lately  appeared,  he  could  not  but  con- 
sider them  as  the  engines  of  a  conspiracy  devoted  to  those  pur- 
poses [Hear!  hear!  hear!];  conducted,  it  was  true,  against  his 
Royal  Highness  the  Commander  in  Chief,  but  actually  intended 
ngainst  the  whole  family  and  establishment.  [Hear  I  hear  !  hear  ! 
from  all  sides.}  Write  down  the  Commander  in  Chief,  continued 
the  rioht  hon.  gentleman,  and  you  eventually  attack  and  wound 
the  whole.  This  he  believed  verily  to  be  the  aim  and  end  in  view 
of  these  perturbed  spirits.  He  was,  therefore,  decidedly  in  fa- 
vour of  an  immediate  inquiry,  and  if  blame  there  was,  there  let 
the  punishment  fall ;  but  when  it  was  consvidered  wKo  this  illustri- 
ous personage  is,  against  whom  these  facts  have  been  alleged,  how 
hearly  he  is'ieiated  to  the  Crown,,  how  much  praise  he  merited  for 
his  unremitting  attention  to  the  army,  and  its  most  vital  interests, 
to  which  the  right  hon.  General  had  just  before  so  forcibly  borne 
testimonv,  and  therebv  recorded  ;  he  thouQ'ht,  that  merely  a  com- 
mission  would  not  be  sufficient  to  investigate  a  matter  or  this  im- 
portant nature;  but  that,  when  the  honour  of  a  branch  of  the 
Royal  Family  was  so  deeply  concerned^  and  so  strongly  assailed, 
the  House  should  tai^e  up  the  matter  on  a  higher  ground,  and  on 
a  broader  basis,  and  pass  an  Act  of  Paniament  for  a  Special  Com- 
mission, empowering  them  to  examine  persons  wdio  were  brought 
as  witnesses  on  their  oaths.  This  being  the  impression  on  his 
mind,  he  should  not  have  thought  he  had  done  his  duty,  if  he  had 
not  thrown  it  out  for  the  consideration  of  the  House,  at  least  ; 
and  no  less  grave  and  solemn  mode  of  investigation,  appeared  to 
him  to  be  properly  adapted  to  the  subject. 

Sir  Francis  Burdett  said,  he  thought  it  was  impossible  any 
gentleman  could  have  a  different  feeling  upon  this  subject  from 
what  had  so  forcibly  been  expressed  by  all  those  hon.  members 
who  had  delivered  their  sentiments  on  the  subject,  and  particu- 
larly those  of  the  right  hon.  gentleman  who  had  just  sat  down. 
For  his  own  part,  he  had  heard  so  many  stories  in  circulation, 
which  he  had  never  had  the  smallest  doubt  were  calumnies,  that 
without  knowing  any  thing  more  of  the  motion  than  what  he  had 
heard  from  the  hon.  gentleman  who  brought  it  forward,  and  of  his 
intention  so  to  do,  he  had  agreed  to  second  it.  He  could  have 
no  other  reason  fordoing  this,  than  a  sincere  wish  that  these 
stories  should  be  fairly  brought  to  the  test  of  investigation  before 
so  serious,  so  honourable,  and  so  competent  a  tribunal  as  the 
House  of  Commons,  and  there  receive  that  judgment  and  deeistou 
which  he  had  no  doubt  would  be  highly  honourable  to  the  cha- 
racter of  the  illustrious  Personage  who  had  been  so  vehemently 
assailed  by  them.  The  right  hon.  gentleman  had  expressed  his 
opinion,  that  the  several  gross  libels  which  have  appeared  against 
the  Commander  in  Chief,  are  so  many  indications  to  him  that  a 
conspiracy  exists  at  this  moment  against  the  whole  establishment. 
Where  the  rit>;ht  hon.  ^entleaiaa  could  obtaiu  his  information,  he 
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(Sir  F.rancls)  coiild  not  tell ;  but  for  his  own  part  be  could  never 
suppose  that  in  this  country,  where  discussion  was  allowed,  such 
publications  as  tliose  alluded  to  iiavuraljv  or  fairly  led  to  any  sucii 
inference  or  deduction.  It  had  ever  been  the  case  that  public 
characters,  even  in  the  highest  rank,  had,  from  time  to  time,  been 
liable  to  the  attacks  of  falsehood  and  misrepresentation.  Tiiat  it 
should  have  been  so,  or  tluit  it  was  so  at  the  present  period,  he 
allowed  was  much  to  be  regretted  :  but  there  was  one  consolation,  . 
at  the  same  time,  in  reflecting  that  such  weak  efforts  of  envy  or 
malignity  were  easily  traced,  and  when  found  out,  might  and  ought 
to  be  exemplarily  punished.  He  had  no  doubt  but  tliat  the  false- 
hood and  malice  of  the  libels  alluded  to  by  the  right  hon.  gentle- 
man would,  on  the  present  occasion,  meet  the  fate  they  merited,  , 
He  knew  no  wav  in  which  they  had  a  chance  of  doint*,-  so,  which 
appeared  to  him  so  certain,  or  so  speeciy,  as  an  mvestigation  of, 
and  inquiry  into,  the  present  charges;  and  he  was  happy  to  find 
that  the  right  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  to  him,  were  of  the  same 
opinion. 

Mr.  Adam  said,  he  gave  way  to  the  hon.  Baronet,  in  order 
that  he  might  have  an  opportunity  of  sheuinir,  as  he  had  done, 
with  so  much  coolness,  candour,  and  politeness,  the  motives 
which  induced  him  to  second  the  present  motion.  He  was  ex- 
tremely glad  he  had  done  so,  as  the  whole  of  the  hon.  Baronet's 
sentiments  had  been  delivered  in  a  manner  highly  honourable  to 
him.  ■  His  chief  reason  foroft'erino:  himself  to  the  House,  on  the 
present  question,  was  for  the  purpose  of  stating  what  he  thought 
would  be  the  most  desirable  method  of  proceeding  in  the  present 
case,  [n  forming  the  opinion  he  was  about  to  deliver  to  the 
House,  he  looked  only  to  the  principles  of  the  British  Constitu- 
tion, and  the  invariable  end  of  its  justice  ;  viz.  that  from  the  high- 
est subject  to  the  lowest,  every  person  accused  must  be  taken  to 
be  innocent,  till  proved  to  be  guilty.  With  respect  to  all  those 
alleged  facts,  Vvdrich  the  hon.  gentleman  had  then  brought  for- 
ward in  a  very  candid  manner,  he  had  not  the  smallest  doubt, how- 
ever the  hon.  gentleman  might  have  been  induced  to  give  cre- 
dence to  their  truth  or  probability,  it  would  ultimately  turn  out, 
on  a  proper  investigation,  that  they.are  founded  in  falsehood  and 
misrepresentation.  With  respect  to  mone}^  there  were  some  cir- 
cumstances in  the  transactions  which  positively  forbid  him  from 

believin-j:  them  possible  to  attach  to  his  Roval  Hisrbnessthe  Duke 
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of  York.  He  had  been  more  than  twenty  years,  not  prolessionaliy, 

but  gratuitously,  in  the  service  of  the  Duke  of  York  ;  and  he  as- 
sured the  House,  he  did  not  mention  this  from  any  vain  boast  of 
being  so  honoured  with  the  coniidence  of  that  illustrious  Person  ; 
but  from  motives  of  justice  he  thotight  it  his  duty  to  declare,  that 
he  had  ever  received  the  most  unbounded  contideoce  from  his 
Royal  Highness  as  to  all  his  pecuniary  aPiairs,  and  there  had  never 
been  one  of  his  embarrassments  which  the  Duke  of  \  ork  had 
ever  concealed  from  him.  He  used  the  w^ord  embarrassments^ 
because  they  had  been  miidQ  known  even  to  Parliament.     On  ih  ^' 
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accuracy  of  his  memory  in  this  respect,  he  could  positively  and 
iirmly  rely,  and  could  truly  say,  that  he  never  heard  of  any  loan 
uhich  he  wished,  or  attempted  to  negociate  with  any  individual 
"whatever,  that  was  not  grounded  on  as  fair  and  honourable  terms 
as  a  loan  of  the  Duke  of  Bedford,  the  Duke  of  Northumberland, 
or  any  other  nobleman  could  be,  who  had  occasion  at  any  time 
to  raise  money  for  any  particular  or  special  purpose.  He  was, 
therefore,  an  advocate  for  the  inquir}-,  and  should  be  happy  that 
the  five  facts,  or  alleged  facts,  which  had  been  stated  by  the  hon. 
gentleman,  should  be  speedily  inquired  into.  He  would  also  wish 
to  have  this  xlone  in  as  public  a  manner  as  possible;  for  publicity 
was  what  he  aimed  at,  as  much  as  his  right  hon.  friend  on  the 
floor  (Mr.  Yorke);  but  he  would  not  wish  with  him,  that  an  Act 
of  Parliament  should  be  passed  to  obtain  this  desirable  end.  He 
would  not  have  the  House  give  up  its  inquisitorial  power;  but  to 
obtain  that  publicity  which  was  so  much  desired,  and  was  in  fact 
so  necessary  for  the  due  investigation  of  this  important  business, 
it  was  his  advice  thai  it  should  take  place  in  a  Committee  of  the 
whole  House,  where  every  member  would  be  a  witness  to  it,  and 
every  circumstance  would  be  fully  inquired  into.  The  great  object 
was  the  mode  of  inquiry,  and  his  decided  opinion  was  in  favour  of 
a  Committee  of  the  whole  House. 

Mr.  VYiLBERFoRCE  thouglit,  that  situated  as  the  House  was 
as  to  party-spirit,  a  Committee  of  the  whole  House  would  not  be 
that  mode  of  investigation  which  would  best   be  adapted  to  that 
impartiality  which  a  charge  of   this  high  importance  required. 
He   considered    the  judicial  power  of  the  House  in  this  way,  as 
very  defective,  and  should  prefer  the  mode  proposed  by  the  right 
hon.  gentleman   (Mr.  Yorke)  as  preferable,  because   it  would  en- 
able the  Committee  to  be  appointed  to  examine  witnesses  on  oath, 
which  would  give  the  evidence  a  weight  in  the  e\^e  of  the  public 
and  of  the  v/orid,  which   the  other  would  not  do.     It  had  been 
done  on  former  occasions,  and  he  thought  this  as  important  a  case 
as  had  ever  occurred,  and  as  much  entitled   to  such  a  mode  of 
proceeding.      His   Royal  Highness's  rank,    the  delicacy    of    his 
honour,  and   the  splendor  of  his  connections  require,  that  if  put 
on  his  trial,  it  ought  to  be  taken  upon  its  real  merits,  and  investi- 
gated in  so  serious  a  manner,  as  to  shew  the  House  were  in  earn- 
est ;  that  the  enquiry  should  be  on  the  most  extensive  scale,   and 
that   they  were   determined  to  do  justice,    which  would   best  be 
done  by  examining  witnesses  on  oath.    It  w  as  well  known,  the  eyes 
of  all   Europe  was  then  fixed  on   the  deliberations   of  the  House, 
and  it  behoved  them  to  act  in  the  most  grave  and  decisive  manner. 
He  v\'ould,    therefore,  prefer  a  Parliamentary  Commission,  with 
power  to  examine  witnesses  on  oath. 

The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  said  he  was  decidedly 
in  favour  of  an  inquiry  into  these  most  important  charges,  but 
was  inclined  to  prefer  the  mode  proposed  by  his  hon.  friend  (Mr. 
Adam)  of  a  Committee  of  the  whole  House,  as  best  adapted  to 
H\e  occasion,  and  most  likely  to  obtain  a  full  investigation  and 
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speedy  decision.  He  owned  he  was  aware  of  the  extreme  incon- 
venience which  such  investigations  produce  to  the  House,  as  had 
been  well  observed  by  his  hon.  friend  behind  him  (Mc.  Wilber- 
force),  of  protracting  the  business,  both  public  and  private;  but 
if  there  was  a  case  that  required  that  all  inconveniences  should 
^ive  way  to  it,  this  was  unquestionably  that  case.  The  hon.  gen- 
tleman who  brought  forward  the  motion,  had  stated,  that  th& 
agency  of  the  office  he  had  mentioned,  extended  to  situations  in 
diurch  and  State,  as  well  as  the  Army,  and  that  two  great  officers 
in  his  Majesty's  present  Councils  were  privy  to  this  office.  ^  H« 
would,  therefore,  wish  the  hon.  gentleman  to  name  every  thmg 
which  could  lead  to  the  fullest  investigation.  If  he  had  any  de- 
licacv  in  mentionin^^  the  names  of  those  agents  publicly,  it  might 
be  privately  done.  "He  wished  him  also  to  name  the  two  persons 
in  hi2.h  situations,  and  he  would  give  him  every  assistance  to  ar- 
rive at  the  truth.  Publicity  had  been  mentioned  as  desirable  :  he 
was  decidedly  of  that  opinion,  which  he  thought  would  be  best  had 
by  a  Committee  of  the  whole  House. 

Mr.  Wardle  said,  he  had  no  objection  to  give  every  degree 
of  information  of  which  he  was  possessed.  The  office  was  m  a 
court  out  of  Threadneedle-street.  One  of  the  agent's  names  was 
Delop,  and  he  thought  the  other  was  Warren.  The  two  great 
officers  who  had  been  mentioned  were,  the  Chancellor  and  the 
Duke  of  Portland.  There  were  a  variety  of  places  for  sale,  some 
in  Jamaica,  and  some  in  England.  He  did  not  wish  to  keep  back 
any  thing,  but  was  willing  to  give  all  further  information  in  his 
power. 

The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  wished  the  hon.  gen- 
tleman would  inquire  further  into  the  affairs  of  the  office  with  re- 
gard to  promoting  exchanges  and  appointments  in  the  Army,  and 
particularly  of  raising  loans.  He  concluded  by  moving,  that  the 
Committee  be  a  Committee  of  the  whole  House. 

Lord  Folkstone  objected  to  this,  as  taking  the  mode  of  pro- 
ceeding out  of  the  hands  of  the  hon.  gentleman— a  proceeding,  of 
which  he  had  on  a  former  occasion  loudly  complained.  Either 
method  proposed  would  be  better  than  this;  but  he  vv'ould  prefer  a 

Select  Committee. 

Mr.  Secretary  Canning  was  surprised  at  the  objection  ot 
the  noble  lord,  when  the  hon.  gentleman  himself  iiad  made  none 
to  the  Committee  of  the  whole  House,  proposed  by  his  right  lion, 
friend,  and  which  he  coincided  perfectly  with  him  was  the  most 
desirable.  He  expressed  his  highest  admiration  of  the  conduct 
of  the  hon.  gentleman  in  bringing  forward  these  ^charges,  if  his 
motives  were  purely  patriotism  and  the  public  welfare;  but  it  was 
not  to  be  disguised,  that  when  this  ciiarge  was  once  brought  for- 
ward, it  must  some  how  or  other,  be  brought  to  a  conclusion,  and 
he  begged  him  to  recollect,  that  ignominy  and  intamy  ni^ust  attach 
somewhere.  He  agreed  with  his'right  hon.  friend,  (Mr.  Yorke) 
that  he  was  glad  tliis  matter  had  been  brought  forward  m  a  tangi- 
"ble  shape,  and  tliat  there  had  been  a  degree  of  calumny  the  most  ex- 
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tensive  and  the  basest,  and  attended  with  abrutallty  of  insult,  which 
would  almost  make  one  regret  the  liberty  of  the  press,  if  it  were 
nut  at  the  same  time  recolieoted,  that  the  evil  was  transient,  while 
ilie  good  was  perpetiuii  and  immortal;  but  he  must  have  a  heart 
torpid  and  stony  indeed,  who  did  not  feel  the  cowardice  of  those  in- 
famous attacks.  The  charge  had  been  public  :  he  hoped  the  ac- 
quittal would  be  as  public,  and  would  speedily  ensue. 

Mr.  WuiT  BREAD  said,  he  had  a  very  few  observations  to  make, 
for  he  agreed  with  both  the  right  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  to  iiim, 
f,s  to  the  propriety  of  a  Committee  of  the  wlio'e  Hou^e.  He 
thought,  however,,  the  right  hon.  secretary,  who  had  just  sat 
down,  had  gone  a  little  out  of  his  way  in  addressirii^  his  hon  iViend 
who  had  brou-rht  forward  this  motion,  in  the  wav  lie  had  do)ie.  For 
his  part,  he  thought  the  Duke  of  York  was  obliged  to  his  hon. 
friend  for  brinii-ins:  forward  this  char2,e,  and  was  somewhat  sur- 
prised  the  riglit  hon.  secretary  could  for  a  moment  doubt  the  bles- 
sings of  the  liberty  of  the  press,  when  he  confessed  the  evil  was 
so  venial  in  comparison  of  the  good ;  but  if  there  had  been  pub- 
lished that  brutality  of  insult  in  libels  against  the  Duke  of  York, 
of  which  the  right  hon.  secretary  so  loudU^  complained,  where 
were  the  law  officers  of  the  crown,  and  how  came  they  so  to  have 
slumbered  over  their  duty  as  not  to  b.ave  prosecuted  i  Tlie  libels 
alluded  to  were  anon\'mous,  on  which  a  riglit  hon.  gentleman 
(Mr.  York  e)  had  formed  an  idea  of  a  cons[)iracy;  but  his  hon. 
friend  had  not  been  anonvmous  ;  he  came  forward  fairly  and  ho- 
nourabh'-  to  make  charges,  uhich  he  had  been  led  to  believe  were 
true.  And  though  he  had  not  a  shadow  of  doubt  the  illustrious 
Commander  in  Chief  would  be  found  innocent  of  all  the  calum- 
nies chariijed  on  him,  vet  if  he  be,  no  infamv  or  iccnominv  could 
thereby  attach  to  his  hon.-  friend,  who  had  acted  in  discharge 
of  his  duty  as  an  independent  Member  of  Parliament.  He  thanked 
his  hon.  friend  for  the  part  he  had  acted,  and  the  Duke  of  Y^ork 
and  his  friends  ought  to  thank  him  also  ;  for  if  those  libels  were 
anonymous  attacks,  which  the  law  could  not  reach,  this  was  the 
only  way  in  which  the  character  of  the  Duke  of  York  could  be 
cleared  from  the  base  calumnies  which,  had  been  cast  on  it. 

Lord  CASTLEREAGn  was  happy  to  hear  that  there  had  been 
such  an  universal  concurrence  of  sentnnent  with  respect  to  the 
necessity  of  examining,  in  the  most  solemti  manner,  the  chaj-ges 
Tvhich  had  now  been  brouoht  forward.  He  sliould  have  thouri^ht 
It  unnecessary  to  trouble  tlie  House,  if  it  were  not  for  o!ie  or  two 
expressions  which  had  fallen  from  an  hon.  gentleman  (Mr.  Whit- 
bread),  who  seemed  to  censure  the  idea  of  there  being  a  systematic 
con^piracy  to  calumniate  the  Duke  of  York  and  the  Koyal  Family; 
and  who  slated  that  ministers  and  lavv-otficers  mui-t  be  much  to 
blame  for  not  instituting  prosecutions,  if  such  a  conspiracy  really 
existed.  He  was  somewhat  surprised  at  the  course  which  had 
been  taken  in  the  debate  by  a  noble  lord  "(Lord  Folkstone),  who 
suffered  the  ori'.rinal  motion  to  be  carried  nemine  covtiadkentCy 
'and   afterwards    spoke  againirt   the  course   which  the  House    had 
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a(?opted  by  that  resolution.     For  bis  part,  be  tbongbt  tbat  every 
possible  publicity  should  be  given  to  the  pro<:eedings  upon   this 
important  occasi(^n.      It  was  a  proud  situation  for   tlie  constitu- 
tion of  this  country,  as  well  as  for  the  illustrious   person  who  was 
the  object  of  this  accusation,   to  have  u  personage   the  most  ex- 
alted  in  rank   of  any  subject  in  the  realm  (except  one),  desiring 
the  same  publicity  in  the  examination  of  the  charges  against  him, 
as  would  take  place  in  the  case  of  the  lowest  and  meanest  subject. 
Although  every  gentleman  would  perceive  that  the  House  would 
suffer  great  inconvenience  in  being  obliged  to  devote  to  this  exa- 
mination  so  much   of  that  .time   that  was  wanting  tor  other  im- 
portant business,  yet  it  would  be  better  to  suffer  that  inconvenience 
than  suffer  calumnies  to  rest  upon  persons  in  tlie  most  distinguished 
and  important  public  situations.     He  tliought  the  House  and  the 
countrv  should   feel  indebted  to  the  hon.  s^entleman  who  brought 
this  matter  forward,  as  it  was  reducirig  those  charges  which  had 
been  so  often  made,  into  a  tangible  shape,  and  a  form,  upon  vviiich 
a  reguiar  decision  migiu  be  had.     It  sliould  be  recollected,  how- 
ever^ that. every  charge  which    had    hitherto  been    made  in  that 
House  against  any  part  of  the  conduct  of  the  Dake  of  York,  had 
only  tended  to  raise  his  lloj-al  Highness  higher  in  the  estimation 
of  the  public,  and  exhibit,  in  a  clearer  view,  the   purity  ot  the 
principles  upon  which  he  acterl.     With  respect  to  the  doubt  which 
the  hon.  gentleman  (Mr.  Whitbread)  seemed  to  entei'tain,  of  tiie 
existence  of  a  systematic  conspiracy,  to  traduce  and    calumniate 
the  Duke  of  York  and  the  other  members  of  the  Royal  Family,  he 
should  ask  who  was  there  that  read  those  newspapers  which  are 
daily  presented  to  the  public,  and  tliose  other  publications  which 
come  before  them  more  indirectly,   that  could,  entertain  a  doubt 
of  this  systematic  conspiracy  r   It  was  evident  that  the  same  party, 
who,  in  times  past,  endeavoured  to  subvert  all  the  establishments 
of  the  country  by  force  of  arms,  are  now  endeavouring  to  under- 
mine   them,    by  calumniating    whatever    is   exalted  in  rank,    or 
distinguished  in  situation.     That   party  could    not  now  think   of 
carrying  their  object  by  force  of  arms,  as  they  knew  the  attempt 
would  be  too  desperate  and  dangerous  in  the  present  times  ;  but 
they  were  unremitting  in  their  exertions  to  prepare   the  way  to 
the  objects  which  they  hopped  to  accomplish,  by  calumniating  the 
members  of  the   Royal  Family,  and  all  persons  in  eminent  and 
distinguished  situations.     The  hon.  gentleman  asked,  wnat  were 
ministers  and  the  law  officers  doing,  or  why  they  did  not  institute 
prosecutions  ?  The  fact  is,  they  have  instituted  prosecutions  ;  but 
their  entire  time  would  be  taken  up  in  prosecuting  the  libellers  of 
the  Duke  of  York,  if  every  libel   was  to  be  prosecuted.     There 
was  also  one  reason  which'  often  prevented  prosecution.     It  was 
in  the  power  of  any  man  of  moderate  understanding,  and  who  had 
any  legal  knowledge  or  advice,  so  to  frame  his  calumny,  that  it 
might  deeply  wound  the  feelings  of  the  person  who  was  the  object 
©f  it,  apd  yet  the  malice  of  the  calumny  might  be  so  disguised 
under  the  mask  of  fair  discussion,  as  to  make  it  difficult  for  the 
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law  to  lay  hold  of  it.  There  was  another  way  in  which  libeller! 
mWht  escape  justice.  When  the  law  was  going  to  he  put  in  force 
a^-ainst  them,  they  shrunk  from  the  laws  and  quitted  the  country. 
In  a  very  remarkable  recent  case  [Here  the  noble  lord  alluded  to 
Major  liogan],  before  the  promulgation  of  the  libel  itself,  the 
author  had' secured  bis  passage  to  x\merica.  The  House  and  the 
Puke  of  York  were  now  in  a  new  situation,  and  he  congratulated^ 
them  and  the  country  upon  it.  There  was  much  more  cliance  of 
nnschieffrom  malignant  misrepresentations  out  of  that  House,  than 
from  direct  charges  brought  in  a  fair  and  manly  way  in  that 
House.  As  those  charges  had  been  so  brought,  he  thought  it  ne- 
cessary that  they  should  undergo  the  most  solemn,  serious,  and 
public  investigation.  He  thought  the  greatest  possible  publicity 
should  be  given  to  this  examination,  and  that  every  step  of  it 
should  be  in  the  face  of  day.  He  was,  therefore,  not  for  leaving 
it  to  any  Select  Committee",  nor  even  to  the  Twelve  Judges,  nor 
to  anv  thing  short  of  that  full  and  open  examination,  which  might 
be  had  at  the  bar  of  that  House.  He  therefore  trusted  the  House 
would  adopt  that  course. 

Mr.  White  RE  AD  said  a  few  wm-ds  in  explanation. 

The  question  was  then  put  on  the  morion  of  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer,  "  That  the  Committee  should  be  a  Com- 
mittee of  the  whole  House,"  which  was  carried  without  a  dhision. 
It  was  then  ordered,  that  the  Committee  should  sit  on  Wednes- 

The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  requested  the  hon. 
gentleman  (Mr.  Wardle),  to  furnish  him  with  a  list  of  witnesses 
to  be  summoned,  and  wished  to  know  whether  the  hon.  gentleman 
jneant  to  begin  with  the  case  of  Major  Tonyn  ? 

Mr.  Wakdle  said,  tbat  he  was  not  then  prepared  to  say  which 
of  the  cases  he  v^ould  begin  with,  as  many  of  the  witnesses  were 
officers  on  their  return  from  Spain,  who  had  not  yet  arrived  in 
En-^land.  He  thought,  however,  by  Tuesday,  that  he  should  be 
prepared  to  prove  some  one  of  the  cases,  and  would  on  that  day 
give  the  list  of  the  witnesses  who  were  to  be  summoned. 

The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  thought  the  hon. 
gentleman  would  have  done  better  if  he  had  abstained  from  bring-!^ 
sng  his  charges  till  he  had  all  his  witnesses  in  England, 
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FIRST  DAY. 

WEDNESDAY,    FEBRUARY   1,   ISO^. 


Colonel  Wardle  moved  the  order  of  the  day  for  tlie  House 
going  into  a  Committee^  to  investigate  the  conduct  of  his  Roval 
Highness  the  Commander  in  Chief. 

The  House  accordingly  wont  into  a  Committee,  and  Mr. Whar- 
ton was  moved  to  the  chair. 

Colonel  Wardle  rose,  and  begged  leave,  before  be  pro- 
ceeded to  examine  his  witnesses,  in  support  of  the  charges  he  had 
brought  forward  against  his  Royal  Highness,  to  make  a  few  ob- 
servations ;  not  for  the  purpose  of  provoking  debate,  but  of  doing 
away  certain  impressions  that  might  be  created  by  what  had  been 
stated  by  a  right  hon.  gentleman  opposite,  when  he  took  occasion 
to  make  his  charge,  and  when  he  voluntarily  enumerated  almost 
all  his  witnesses.  There  was  nothins;  that  he  said  which  called  for 
any  strong  remarks;  yet  there  had  been  some  made,  tending  to 
affect  the  character  of  the  individual ;  when  all  that  he  did  was 
to  come  forward  the  public  accuser  of  the  Commander  in  Chief, 
upon  grounds  of  which  he  offered  to  produce  evidence  before  the 
House.  He  had  not  only  been  attacked  with  calumnies,  but  much 
bad  been  said  also  of  the  licentiousness  of  the  press^  as  well  as  a 
conspiracy  existing  against  the  House  of  Brunswick.  He  believed 
there  was  no  man  who  had  less  to  do  with  conspiracies  than  he 
had;  and  therefore  such  insinuations  as  these  ought  to  have  been 
followed  by  some  degree  of  proof;  for  it  could  not  otherwise  be 
made  with  any  other  intention  than  to  throw  odium  upon  the  in- 
dividual who  should  venture  to  rise,  in  order  to  accuse  any  person 
of  hi<>;h  rank  and  influence  in  the  countrv.  With  re2:ard  to  Ja- 
cobins,  he  should  imagine  that  there  were  no  persons  of  that 
description  living  in  this  country,  who  would  chuse  to  come  for- 
ward boldly  to  discover  their  wishes  ;  but  rather  desire,  by  a  con- 
trary conduct,  that  corruption  woukl  be  allowed  to  flourish  till  it 
overthrew  the  state.  His  sole  object  was  to  check  it  wherever  and 
whenever  it  first  manifested  itself,  and  thus  to  render  a  service  to 
his  country.  One  strong  assertion  made  by  an  hon.  gentleman 
he  could  not  help  noticing,  as  it  certainly  seemed  to  make  no 
inconsiderable  impression  upon  the  House.  It  was,  that,  after  an 
acquaintance  of  many  years  close  intimacy  with  the  Commander 
in  Chief,  he  (the  person  alluded  to)  would  take  it  upon  himself 
to  say,  that  it  was  impossible  such  transactions  as  those  which 
he  (Mr.  Wardle)  had  pointed  out,  could  have  been  carried  on 
without  his  knowledge  ;  and  therefore  the  assertions  he  made 
must  b«  perfectly  false.     Now,  he  would  take  it  upon  himself  to 
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prove,  that  pecuniary  transactions  of  a  similar  nature  to  those  he 
had  stated  had  been   carried   on   without  that  gentleman's  know- 
ledo-e,  and  that  they  were  tlie  chief  ground    of  separation  between 
a  certain  lady  and  the   Commander  in    Chief.     He  should  prove 
that  particular,  in  order  to  do  away  any  such  assertions  from  such 
a  quarter.     He  was  fully  aware   of  all  the  difficulties   he  had  to 
encounter,  in   bringing  'forward   this    business,  and   how  much   it 
was  the  interest  of  every  member  of  the  house  to  lean  to  the  side 
of  the   Commander   m  Chief,  rather  than  to  that  of  an  accuser.— 
(Cry  of  JSloI  No!  A'o /J— After   the  evidence    he  should  adduce 
was  heard,  he  still  had  hopes  that  nothing  conid  induce  the  House 
to  act  otlierwise  than  what  would  be  thought  most  proper  for  thfi 
gftod  of  the  country;     He  mentioned   these  things,  that   no  mis- 
representation should  go  forth  to  the  public,  and  in  order  to  throw 
himself  upon  the  justice  of  the  House,  under  all  the  difficulties  he 
had  to  encounter. 

Mr.  Yokke  said,  as  he  presumed  he  was  one  of  the  individuals 
alluded  to,  he  should  say,  in  answer  to  the  hon.  gentleman's  ob- 
servations, that  he  had  not  the  smallest  intention  of  making  any 
personal  allusion  to  him  tor  his  conduct  upon  this  business  as  to 
his  Koval  Highness.  Although  he  thought  that  hon.  gentleman 
had  taken  upon  himself  a  very  great  responsibility  :  yet  he  was 
convinced  he  rather  deserved  well  of  his  country  for  having 
brought  forward  the  whole  matter  of  the  rumoured  charges  in  a 
tant^tble  shape.  His  observations  in  regard  to  the  licentiousness 
of  t1ie  press,  were  what  occurred  to  every  body's  mind,  and  conse- 
quently he  flattered  himself  that  the  Committee  would  think  he 
meant  no  personal  allusions  to  the  hon.  gentleman^  nor  to  any  par- 
ticular individual. 

Cot  ON  EL  VVardle  expressed  himself  satisfied;  and  then  said 
he  should  now  proceed  to  investigate,  and  to  adduce  evidence  in 
support  of  his  charge  against  his  Royal  Highness  the  Commander 
in  Chief,  relative  to  the  exchange  effected  between  Lieutenant- 
Colonel  Brook,  oi'  the  Dragoon  Guards,  and  Lieutenant-Colonel 
Knight,  Previously  to  doing  so,  he  should  produce  the  Gazette  of 
July  ^0,  1805,  in  which  that  exchange  was  stated  to  have  taken 
place. 

The  following  o«trj  to  the  Gazette,  page  p70,  was  read  : 

"  War  Oflice,  July  30th,  1 805. 

"  56th  Regiment  of  foot:  Brevet  Lieutenant- 
**  Colonel  Henry  Raleigh  Knight,  from  the 
**  5th  Dragoon  Guards  to  be  Major;  vice 
**  Brook,  who  exchanges." 


Colonel  Wardle  then  called  his  first  witness   upon   this 

Dr; 


charge  : 


A.  Of  course  ;  if  Mrs*  Clarke  J^afi 

■fDR.  Andrew  Thynne  inltrrogat-      ^^^  ^^^^^  thought  able  to  expedite  the 

ed  %  Colonel  Wardle.)  business,  no  application  would    have 

Question.     Did  you  attend  Mrs,     \^^^^  made  to  her. 

Clarke,  in  your  professional  capacity,         q.  How  many  days  elapsed  between 

in  July,  1805?  the  application  to   Mrs.   Clarke,   and 

Answer.     I  attended  Mrs.  Clarrce     x.\\^  exchange  appearing   in  the  Ga- 

during  the  last  seven  years.     I  do  not     ^ette  ? 

recollect  the   year   1805  particularly,         ^,    j  really  cannot  be  accurate  la 
or  more  than   any  other,  but  I  know     t)jj^^  respect,  as  I  only  remember  de- 
I  attended  her  during  that  time  in  par-     Uvering  the  message  I  have  stated, 
ticular  situations,  Q.  Did  it  occur  within  a  few  days, 

Q.  Did  you  ever,  by  the  desire  of    or  a  ^ygek  ? 
any  person,   apply  to   her  respecting         a.     I    protest  T    cannot     bear     irl 
an  exchange  between  Lieut.  Colonel     mind  ;  but  I    believe  it    was   a   fort- 
Bro-k  and  Lieut.  Colonel  Knight?  night  or  three  weeks  before    it  took 

A.  I  did  apply  to  Mrs.  Clarke  re-  place.  I  had  nothing  more  \.o  do  with 
specting  that  exchange.  The  appli-  it  than  merely  to  deliver  the  message  ; 
cation  I  made  was  in  consequence  of  which,  not  being  in  the  sphere  of  ray- 
one  made  to  me  by  an  old  friend  of  avocations,  it  made  no  impression  oa 
mine,  Mr.  Robert  Knight,  the  brother     ^ne. 

©f  one  of  these  gentlemen,  requesting  Q.  Did  Mrs.  Clarke  communicate 
me  to  speak  to  Mrs.  Clarke  upon  the  the  circumstance  of  the  exchange 
subject.  being  admitted? 

Q,  What  passed  upon  that  subject  a.  Mrs.  Clarke  sent  the  Gazette  to 
between  you  and  Mrs.  Clarke  ?  my  house,  in  consequence  of  the  mes- 

A.  I  was  authorised  to  tell  Mrs.  sage  I  delivered  to  her ;  and  the  mo- 
Clarke,  that  she  would  receive  a  cer-  ^ent  it  arrived  I  sent  it  to  the  party  ; 
tain  sum  of  money,  if  she  would  use  but  she  received  no  money  from  my 
her  interest  to  expedite  this  exchange,     hands. 

I  specified  the  sum  of  200/.  Q.  Did   Mr.  Robert  Knight  alone 

Q.  For  what  purpose  was  that  sum  authorise  the  witness  to  offer  the  200/. 
specified,  or  what  statement  was  made  or  was  Lieutenant-Colonel  Knight,  his 
apon  that  occasion  ?  brother,  a  party  to  it  ? 

A.  It  was  in  order  to  induce  Mrs.  a.  1  was  entirely  influenced  by  Mr. 
Clarke,  to  expedite  that  exchange,  Robert  Knight ;  ins  lady  was  an  old 
which  was  to  take  place  in  the  War-  patient  of  mine,  and  he  was  an  old 
office,  as  some  delays  and  impedi-  fdend  ;  I  know  little  of  his  brother, 
ments  were  expected;  and  it  was  in  Q.  Am  1  to  understand  that  Lieut, 
order  to  promote  and  expedite  it  that  Colonel  Knight  was,  or  was  not  pre- 
I  WIS  authorised  to  offer  her  that  sum,  sent  when  you  were  authorised  to  otler 
if  she    would  use  her  interest  to  doso.     200/.  > 

Q.  Through  what  medium  was  it  ^A.  I  cannot  say;  I  was  sometimes 
expected  that  she  would  obtain  that  in  company  with  him,  and  sometimes 
exchange?  with  his  brother ;  and,   after  three  or 

A.   I  cannot  answer  that  question  ;     foin-  years,  I  cannot  possibly  recollect 
but  I  am  sure  it  was  pretty  well  known,     the  particulars ;  but  I  was  influenced 
I  know  nothing  more  of  it,  than  that  I     by  Mr.  Robert  Knight,  whom  I  had 
delivered  a  message,  as  from  an  old     ^  great  rerrard  for. 
friend,  to  desire   her  to  expedite  the 
exchange  of  the  two  officers.  r%  Sir  F.  Burdett.; 

Q.  Was  it  not  in  consideration  of  Q.  Did  you  request  Mrs.  Clarke  to 
her  being  under  the  protection  of  the  apply  to  the  Duke  of  York  to  ex- 
Commander  in  Chief  that  such  an  pedite  th«  promotion  of  Lieut.  CoL 
application  was  made  to  her  ?  Knight  ? 

A., 
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A.  couici  not  have  applied  to  Mrs.  Q.  How  did  you  understand  that 
Clarke,  unless  she  had  the  means  of  Mrs.  Clarke  had  the  means  of  expc- 
expedifmg  the  husiness.  ditingit? 

Here  the  witness  was  ordered  to  withdraw  ;  and  it  was  suggested 
l>v  a  member  on  the  ministerial  side,  that  the  witness  should  be 
admonished  by  the  chainnaw,  not  to  state  any  thing  from  sur- 
mises, but  merely  tacts  absolutely  within  his  own  knowledge. 

Tlie  witness  was  then  brought  back^  and  he  gave  the  following 
answer : — 

1  applied  to  Mrs.  Clarke  to  beg  her  rr^    c      r^  n.             . 

to  interest  herself  m  behalt  or  JLieut.  ^    -^ 

Colonel  Knight,  to  expedite  the  ex-  Q.  Did  Mrs.  Clarke  communicate 
change;  I  think  I  did  afterwards  re-  to  you  that  the  exchange  had  been 
quest  her  to  npply  to  the  Duke  of  obtained  by  her  means  ? 
York  to  expedite  that  exchange,  and  A.  That  Gazette  I  sent  to  the  par- 
it  was  for  this  sole  purpose  tiiat  200/.  tics,  together  with  the  note  with  which 
wa>  o-iven.  she  accompanied  it,  and  which  stated 

Q.  In  your   iiret  conversation   was  that  the  exchange  was  accomplished, 

the  name  of  the  Duke  of  York  men-  and   that,  as   she   was   going  out   of 

tioned?  town  in  a  day  oi  two,  the  200/.  would 

A.  i    am   sure  I  cannot  recollect,  be  very  convenient. 


v.nd  I  cannot  take  upon  myself  to  say 
so. 

Q.  Was  your  application  to  Mr?. 
Clarke  merely  to  expedite  the  ex- 
change, without  mentioning  any  par- 
ticular way  in  which  it  might  be 
d  )ne  ? 


Q.  Are  you  certain  that  those  ^ere 
the  whole  contents  of  the  note  ? 

A.  That  was  the  impression  on  my 
mind  at  the  time,  and  it  is  so  still, 
though  three  or  four  years  have  elap- 
sed. 

Q.  Did  Mrs.  Clarke,  since  thatpe- 


A.  Certainly,  without   mentioning     riod,  communicate  to  you  that  it  was 
any  particular'manner.    It  was  pretty     obtained  through  her  means? 


\vell  known  that  she  was  acquainted 
■w-'ith  an  illustrious  personage  at  that 
time. 

{Bu  Sir  J.  Hall.) 

Q.  Whom  do  you  mean  by  that 
great  personage? 

A.  I  certainly  supposed  it  was  tlie 
Commander  in  Chief,  of  course. 

Q.  Did  you  give  any  names  in 
wnting  to  Mr?.  Clarke-* 

A.  1  bciievc  I  gave  in,  upon  a  bit 
of  paper,  or  she  herself  wrote  upon  ii, 
the  names  of  Lieutenant  Colon-'l 
Kni'^htand  Lieutenant  ColonelBrook. 


A.  Mrs.  Clarke  never  said  to  me 
anv  thing  more  upon  that  subject 
after  communicating  the  Gazette; 
but  I  believe  it  was  expedited  by  her 
means. 

Q.  Have  you  preserved  that  note  ? 

A.  No;  I  have  not  preserved  it,  for 
I  have  said  I  sent  it  with  the  Gazette. 

(By  Mr.  Croker.) 

Q.  Have  you  any  reason  beside 
vour  own  surmises,  for  imagining  that 
tills  exchange  was  expedited  through 
any  other  njedium  than  that  of  Mrs. 
Clarke? 


Here  Mr.  Wharton,  the  cliairniJin,  repeated  the  caution  he 
formerly  gave  the  witnes.^,  not  to  speak  to  facts  beyond  his  own 
knowledjx'e ;  and  some  discussion  took  place  between  Sir  Charles 
Burreli,  Mr.  Lytt'eton,  and  the  Attorney  General,  relative  to  the 
propriety  ox  iiiterriipting  the  witness  so  frequently.  The  latter 
of  the«e  o-entlemen   said   it  was  irreorular  to  question    a  witness, 

cither 


23 

ftltlier  in  tliat  House,  or  the  courts  of  law,  as  to  any  tlnng  but  facts 
within  his  own  knowledge.  IF  it  were  meant  to  attacli  crimiaalUy 
to  a  person  by  conversations  of  the  nature  the  witness  was  allucling 
to,  it  was  not  competent  to  interrogate  him  ab  to  whom  he  meant 
by  the  illustrious  personage,  as  they  were  not  to  be  guided  by  hi'? 
construction  of  these  words.  They  were  to  prove  such  points  by- 
other  witnesses. 

Q.  Had    yo«  any    reason,    bedsides   were  some  difficulties  in  the  way,  and 
your  own  surmises,  for  believing  that   hinted  at  the  danger  she  would  risk 
this  exchange  was  expedited  by  any    if  the  circumstance  ever  transpired, 
other  interference  than  that  of  Mrs. 
Cj^rke?  "*  {Bi/Mr.  Perceval.) 

A.  I  understood  that  it  was  in  the  Q.  Do  you  recollect  what  wards  she 

course  of  being  obtained  m  the  regular  used  upon  that  occasion  ? 

way;  but  Mr.  Knight,  in  consequence  A.   it  is  ij)::  possible  for  me,  at  this 

of  ill  health,  or  some  other  reason,  was  distance  of  time^  to  recollect  the  pre- 

anxious    it  should  be   expedited.      1  else  words,  but  the  meaning  of  theui 

know  of  no  other  reason  upon  earthy  I  perfectly  understood  to  be  as  I  have 

(7^// Colonel  Wardle.)  *^^^^^- 

Q.    Did  you   not   know  that  Mrs.  (By  Mr.  Berlsfop.d.) 

Clarke  was  living  with  the   Duke  of       q.  Did  she  mean  to  keep  it  a  se-. 
York,  and  under  his  immediate  pro-  cret  from  the  Dukci  of  York  as  well  as 
tection?  froui  the  world  ? 

A.  Xt  was  so  understood  at  the  time.       a.  That  is  a  matter  of  surmise.  {J 

(By  Mr.  Lambe.)  laugh.J 

Q_ .  ,                              ^1      /-.  Q.  Did  vou  understand  tliat  the  ex» 

.    Did    you   ever  see   the  Com-  ,                *  .        ^    .       .  ,    .         ...    , 

,     .     r>,  ■   r    ^^/T       oi     1    >  ^  change  was  HI  a  tram  oj  being  erfect- 

mander  m  Chief  a   Mrs   Clarke  sr  ^^     -^^,.^^^  ^^  .^^^^  ,..^^..^,^  hltiucnc^ 

A.  I  never  saw  the  Duke  of  \prk  ^^^in     ,,licited  ? 
there  m  my  life.   ^  ^     ^    understood   that    the    thin- 

(By  Mr.  Wilberforce.)  would   have  happened  in  the  course 

Q.  Does    the  witness  recollect  the  of  time;   but  Mr.  Knight  wished  it  to 

manner  in  which  the  proposition  was  be  expedited,  I  know  not  from  what 

tirst  made,  in  engaging  Mrs.  Clarke's  motives.     It   was    on   account   af  his 

interest?  expressing  such  a  wiih  that  I  applied 

A.     When    I   first  spoke   to    Mrs.  to  Mrs.  Clarke.     The  matter  passed 

Clarke,    she    seemed    to  think  there  through  the  ofilce  in  the  regular  way. 

The  second  witness  whom  Mr.  Wardle  called  and  interro- 
gated  was, 

Robert  Knight,   Esq.  of  BurreUs.  q^  ^^  .^^at  amount  did  you  autho- 

Q.  Did  you  desire   Dr.  Thynne  to  rise  the  Doctor  to  make  an  oii'er? 

use  his  influence  with  Mrs.  Clarke,  to  A.   200/. 

carry   into   effect    the   exchange   be-  Q.  After  the  exchange  was  effected, 

tween  Lieutenant-Colonels  Brook  and  did  you,  by  yourself  or  any  other  per- 

Knight?     A.  1  did.  son,  send  any  sum  of  money  to  Mrs. 

Q.  Did  you  authorise  Dr.  Thynne  Clarke  ?     A.  Yes. 

to  hold  out  any  pecuniary  temptation  Q.  To  what  amount  ? 

to  Mrs.  Clarke,  to  induce  her  to  carry  A.    I  have  already  answered   that 

that  point?     A.  Yes.  question  by  stating  200/, 

Q.  Had 
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Q.  Had  Lieuteiiant-Colonel  Knight  ceived  the  usuul  answer,  that  whsn> 

any  Dositive  promise   from  the  Cora-  everapjoper  successor  could  be  found, 

mander  in  Chief  as  to  this  exchange  there   would  be  no  objection   to  the 

■with    Colonel    Brook,    of   your    own  exchange  taking  place, 
knowledge,   prior  to  this  application        Q.  1  wish  to  know,  whether,  besides 

to  ^^r«;.  Clarke?  that   usual    answer,  any   farther   pro- 

A.  Mv  brother  applied  in  the  regu-  mise  was  made  as  to  that  exchange  ? 
lar  way  to  the  Duke  of  York,  and  re- 

Upon  the  inolion  of  jNJr.  Pekceval,  the  witness  was  ordered 
to  withdraw,  and  MiV  Perceval  observed,  that  the  witness  could 
not  have  any  knov^ledge  of  this,  but  through  other  persons,  and 
therefore  the  most  regular  mode  would  be  to  ask  him,  if,  on  his 
own  knowledge,  there  were  any  promise,  either  rerbal  or  in  writ- 
ing- ?  for  if  there  were  any  of  the  latter  description,  the  House 
should  have  it  stated,  and  produced  before  them. 

Sir  F.  Burdett  stated,  that  there  were  various  ways  by  which 
a  person  may  know  of  an  occui'rence  without  personally  knowing 
it.  It  was  very  probable  that  he  might  have  seen  a  letter,  stating 
it,  though  that  letter  might  not  be  preserved. 

jMii.Pei'.ceval  added,  that  perhaps  such  a  letter  might  have 
been  shewn,  without  that  letter  having  been  sent  from  tlie  Duke 
of  York ;  and  therefore  he  thought  the  objection  had  been  taken 
at  a  proper  moment. 

Colonel  Wardle  stated,  that  he  had  put  the  question  as 
direct  as  possible,  by  asking  whether  the  witness  knew  of  any 
promise  whatever  that  his  brother  had  received  besides  the  usual 
ktter  that  had  been  sent  to  him. 

Sir   James   Graham   thought  the  question  was  direct    and 

proper. 

The  witness  was  then  recalled  and  further  questioned. 

Q.  Do   you  know   of  any  positive  of  iicalth.     It  was  for  the  purpose  of 

promise  given  to  Lieutenant-Colonel  going  on  half-pay  ;  and  I  believe  he 

Knight,    prior  to  the  application  to  had  served  as  long  as  any  man  of  his 

Mrs.Clarke,  that  this  exchange  should  age,  and  had  severely  sutiered  by  it. 

take  place?     A.  No.  He  had  served  23  years,  and  been  in 

Q.   Was    it    the  idea  that  this  ex-  many  battles.     My  anxiety   to  serve 

change  could  not  have  been  carried  him  proceeded   from  his  painful  and 

into  effect  through  the  common  course  distressing  situation. 

of  ne^ociation,  which  caused  this  in-  Q.  How  did  you  send  the  200/.  ta 

terference  of  Mrs.  Clarke  ?  Mrs.  Clarke  ? 

A.   There  was  some  delay  in  the  A.  Under  a  blank   cover,  by  my 

business,  but  from  what  cause   I   do  servant,    as    far    as    my   recollection 

not  know.     I  said  to  Dr.  Thynne,  I  serves  me. 
•hould   be   happy  to  give  200/.  if  the 

business  could  be  carried  into  effect.  (^'J  ^^^^'  ^each. 

Dr  1  hynne    happened  to  be  attend-  Q.   Did  you  see  Mrs.  Clarke  soon 

ing  in  my  family  at  the  time,  and  he  after  this  exchange  was  effected,  and 

tai'd    he  could  make  application  to  a  after  notice  of  it  was  inserted  in  the 

friend  of  his;  and  I  told  him  1  should  Gazette,   and   for  what   purpose  did 

be    happy    if     he     would,      as     my  you  see  her? 

brother  was  then  in  a  very  bad  state  A-  1  saw  her  about  the  month  of 

September, 
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Septi^niber,  for  tlie  purpose  of  thank- 
ing her. 

Q.  Oil  that  occasion  did  Mrs.  Clarke 
desire  you  to  be  secret  as  to  this  trans- 
action, and  did  she  assign  any  reason 
for  it  ? 

A.  She  did  intreat  nie  to  keep  it  a 
secret,  lest  it  should  come  to  the 
Duke's  ears. — {Hear!  Hear!  from 
various  parts  of  the  House.) 

Q.  Did  you  see  Mrs.  Clarke  with- 
in the  last  month,  and  how  did  it  hap- 
pen that  you  saw  her  ? 

A.  She  sent  for  me  by  a  note  about 
a  jnojith  ago:  I  made  no  reply  ;  but 
she  again  wrote  to  me  about  ten  days 
ago,  and  i  went  to  iier :  she  asked  me 
the  name  of  the  officer  who  had  ex- 
changed with  my  brother;  She  made 
many  observations  and  complaints  of 
the  treatment  she  had  met  with  from 
the  Duke  of  York ;  that  he  had  left 
her  in  debt  to  the  amount  of  2,000/. 
and  that  she  would  expose  him.  I 
told  her  it  was  her  affair;  but  1 
trusted  she  would  not  produce  either 
myself  or  brother  in  any  of  her  trans- 
actions. She  said,  "Oh!  no!  no! 
O  good  God,  no  !  it  is  not  my  inten- 
tion !"  That  passed  in  the  drawing- 
room,  and  1  have  not  seen  her  since  ; 
but  1  was  much  surprised  and  thunder- 
struck to  see  and  hear  my  name  had 
been  mentioned  as  it  was,  without  pre- 
vious notxe. 

Q.  Do  you  know,  of  your  own 
knowledge,  wliere  the  delays  alluded 
to  took  place? 

A.  In  tiie  Duke  of  York's  office. 

Q.  What  department  of  that  oftice? 

A.  I  believe  it  was  in  the  ofifice  of 
Colonel  Gordon,  who  was  secretary  at 
that  time. 

(Bi/  Mr.  Adam.) 

Q.  You  have  said  that  you  sent  the 
bank-note  in  a  cover  by  the  servant; 
do  you  remember  the  time  of  day  yoa 
sent  them  ? 

A.  I  am  pretty  sure  it  was  in  the 
fore-part  of  the  day,  and  rather  eariy 
in  the  morning. 

NO.  2.  D 


(By  the  Attorney -Gener^u..) 

Q.  Was  the  money  you  have  men- 
tioued  in  one  or  two  bank-notes? 

A.  I  cannot  positively  say,  but  I 
think  it  was  in  two. 

Q.  Can  you  say  from  whom  you 
received  these  bank-notes  ? 

A.  No,  I  cannot ;  it  is  three  or  four 
years  ago. 

Q.  How  long  was  it  before   your 
brother  was  gazetted  that  you  spoke   • 
to  Dr.  Thyn;ie  ? 

A.  I  should  think  it  was  about  a 
fortnight  or  tiiree  weeks. 

Q.  Did  you  receive  a  note  with  the 
Gazette  from  Mrs.  Clarke? 

A.  No:  I  did  not;  I  think  it  wet", 
from  Dr.  Thvnne  that  I  received  the 
note. 

Q.  Did  ■'•oil  ever  receive  any  letter 
from  Mrs.  Clarke,  except  the  one  you 
have  mentioned  ? 

A.  I  have  received  many  letters, 
but  not  on  this  business. 

Q.  Did  your  brother,  of  your  own 
knowie(igc,  ever  apply  to  the  com- 
manding officer  of  the  5Gth  regiment, 
wishing  him  to  solicit  the  Commander 
in  Chief? 

A.  I  do  not  know,  but  I  think  he 
did.  Upon  con^idel•ation  it  now  oc- 
curs to  me,  that  I  went  to  the  Gazette 
office  myself  to  make  inquiries  about 
the  exchange  being  entered. 

Q,  What  time  elapsed  from  the  ap- 
plication at  the  Commander  in  Chief's 
office,  to  the  second  application  to 
Mrs.  Clarke,  through  Dr.    Thynne  ? 

A.  I  believe  a  fortnight  or  three 
weeks.  \ 

(Bij  Lord  Folkstone.) 

Q.  Had  you  any  particular  reason 
to  know  that  the  exchange  would  be 
announced  in  that  particular  Gazette, 
or  did  you  go  several  times,  to  see  if  it 
^vere  inserted? 

A.  I  went  there  several  times  be- 
fore. 

Q.  Did  you  actually  learn  from  Mrs. 
Clarke  tJiat  she  ever  applied  to  the 
Duke   of  York  to  effect  or  expedite 

this  exchange  ? 

A   I 
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A.  I  cannot  say  T  ever  did  ;  but,  of 
course,  she  took  credit  to  herself  for  - 
effecting  the  buMoess. 

Q.  Have  you  then  no  reason  (o 
presume  that  she  had  acluall)'  made 
such  appHcation? 

A.  I  am  not  bound  to  draw  infer- 
ence?. 

Q.  Did  you  ever,  at  any  time, 
Icarn  from  Mrs.  Clarke  that  she  had 
applied  to  the  Duke  of  York  ? 

A.  She  told  me  she  had  made  ap- 
plication when  I  saw  her,  in  the  nionth 
oi  September. 

Q.  To  whom  did  she  ssy  she  had 
applied  ? 

A.  She  said  she  had  applied  to  the 
Duke  of  York. 

(By  Col.  Wardle.) 

Q.  I  wish  to  know  whether,  when 
she  said  she  had  apphed  to  the  Duke 
«f  York,  she  and  his  Royal  Highness 
were  'iving  on  good  terms  ? 

A.  Icannot  answer  such  a  question. 

Q.  Did  Mrs.  Clarke  then  Hve  in 
Gloucester-place  r     A.   Yes. 

Q.  Was  it  afterwards  that  she  re- 
C]uested  the  transaction  might  be  kept 
a  secret  ?     A.  Yes. 

Q.  In  point  of  fact,  did  you  send 
the  200/.  to  Mrs.  Ciarke  for  any  olh.er 
purpose  than  to  expedite  the  ex- 
change in  quest i- in  ? 

A.  I  sent  it  solely  for  the  purpose 
that  she  mightuise  her  eKcrlions,  and 
all  the  means  in  her  power,  to  expe- 
dite the  exchange.  , 

Q.  Did  Dr.  Thynne  transmit  the 
Gazette  to  you  after  the  exchaege 
had  taken  place  ? 

A.  I  do  not  exactly  know,  but 
think  he  might. 

Q.  Was  it  accompanied  by  any  note 
from  Mrs.  Ciarke  to  Dr.  Thynne  ? 
A.  i  do  not  remember  that  it  was. 

(Bi/  SiPv  Arthur  Piggott.) 

Q.  Was  it  after  the  witne>s  had 
«ent  the  I'OO/.  that  Mrs.  Clarke  de- 
sired it  to  be  kept  a  secret  ? 

A.  Certainly  it  wa-^ 

Q.  Was  that  a  fact  (hai  she  de-^ired 
ilto  be  kept  a  secret  from  the  Duke 
^fYork?     A.  Yes, 


(Bij  Col.  \T/vrdle<) 

Q.  Did  Mrs.  Clarke  u>e  any  ex- 
press werds  to  that  purpose,  or  what 
words  did  she  use  ? 

A.  She  requested  the  W'hole  bust- 
nesl  might  be  kept  secret. 

Q,.  Did  <jhe  express  hersclFpartfcu- 
larly  as  to  the  money,  or  was  it  a  ge- 
neral conversation  as  to  the  transac- 
tion itself? 

A.  It  was  as  to  the  (ransactiort  itself. 
Q  .   Was  that  wish  of  her's  expres- 
sed at  the  last  conversation,  a   few 
days  ago  ? 

A.  It  was  in  the  month  of  SepI em- 
ber subsequent  to  the  transaction  in 
question.  ^ 

Q.  How  long  vva'  it  previous  to 
that  interview  that  the  money  wa* 
transmitted  ? 

A.  The  day  after  the  exchange  was 
inserted  in  the  Gazeite. 

Q.  Did  Mrs.  Clarke»  ]n  expressing 
that  the  transaction  nifght  he  kept  a 
secret,  express  also  a  wish  that  the 
Duke  of  York  might  not  know  the 
witness  had  any  thin^  to  do  with  the 
business  ? 

A.  Certainly  she  did. 
Q.  Did  she  not  express  a  wis!)  that 
it  might  be  kepi  secret  from  the  pub- 
lic ? 

A.  It  was  from  his  Rova!  Highness. 
Q.  RepCRt,  as  nearly  as  possible, 
the  conversation  on  that  subject? 

A.  I  do  not  see  how  I  can  be  able 
to  do  it  exactly. 

Q,  I  wish  (o  know  what  expressioti 
jMrs.  Clarke  used,  that  the  witness  re- 
collects, to  enable  him  to  state  that  it 
was  not  from  the  public,  but  from  the 
Duke  of  York  she  wished  it  to  be  k^ept 
a  secret  ? 

A.  She  expressly  begg^ed  ii  might 
be  kept  a  secret  from  his  Royal  High- 
ness. 

Q.  Did  she  add  to  that  request, 
that  witness  should  iiot  be  mentioned 
as  having  any  thing  to  do  with  tho 
business? 

A.  I  have  answered  that  already, 
and  I  cannot  slate  in  any  other  way. 
She  was  anxious  that  {.he  whole  trans- 
action might  be  kept  secret  from  him. 

Q    Did 
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Q.  Did  she, say  or  give  you  reason 
directly  to  understand,  tliatthe  Duke 
of  "^i'ork  would  object  to  you  being  a 
party  to  this  transaction  more  than  any 
other  person  ?     A.  No, 

Q.  Do  you  know  that  the  evehanijc 
took  place  actually  in  consequence  of 
your  application  to  Mrs.  Ciai^ker 

A.  I  cannot  say  J  know  it  olheruise 
than  I  have  stated,  for  .it  is  impossible. 
The  application  had  bean  made  to 
the  War  Office  some  time  before  the 
application  was  made  to  Mrs.  Clarke. 

Q.  Did  she  ever  say  that  she  had 
applied  to  the  Duke  of  York  ?  A. 
Certainly. 

{By  Mn.    II  ARE  OR  D.) 

Q.  Did  Mrs  Clarke  appear  more 
anxious  that  it  should  be  kept  secret 
from  the  Duke  of  York  rather  than 
from  the  public  ?     A.  No.     • 

il.  Did  Mrs,  Clarke  state  what  mea- 
.sures  she  wa-j  taking  to  expose  the 
Duke  of  York?     A.  No.     " 

Q.  Do  you  recollect  the  expressions 
sire  made  use  of  as  to  him  ? 

A.  She  said  he  had  used  her  ill,  de- 
serted her,  and  left  her  in  debt. 


(%  Mr.  Croker.) 

Q.  Do  you  recollect  that  you  or  Dr, 
Thyr. ;i  .'  first  mentioned  the  name  of 
Mrs.  Clarke,  in  a  conversation  you  had 
toget!>er  ? 

A.  I  think  it  was  Dr.Thynne. 

Q.  Was  the  first  personal  interview 
with  Mrs.  Clarke,  in  September? 

A.  Yes,  but  I  will  not  be  positive  as 
to  its  b-ing  iu  September,  or  the  latter 
end  of  August. 

{By  Mr.  Wilberforce.) 

Q.  Where  did  Mrs.  Clarke  reside 
when  you  sent  the  200/.  to  her  ? 

A.  I  have  already  stated,  that  it  was 
in  Gloucester-piace. 

Q.  Had  the  witness  any  particular 
reason  for  sending  the  money  early  ia 
the  morning  ? 

A.   I  had  no  particular  reason. 

(By  Mr.  Fuller,  in  allusion  to  ilmt 
put  by  Mr.  Wilberforce.) 

Q.  Had  you  any  reason  to  know 
whether  the  lady  lived  next  door  to 
the  Tabernacle.^  (This  question  was 
received  with  loud  laughter,  but  not 
allowed  to  be  put  to  the  witness.) 


General  Norton,  in  answer  to  a  question  from  a  member 
on  the  ministerial  side  of  the  House,  stated,  that  Lieutenant-Col. 
Knight  certainjj  applied  to  him,  as  commander  of  the  56th  regi- 
ment, and  explained  satisfactorily  to  him  the  reason  for  effecting 
such  an  exchange. 

Mrs.  Clarke  was  next  called.  On  her  presenting  herself  at  the 
"bar,  accompanied  by  a  female  friend,  the  chairman,  Mr.  Wharton, 
observed,  that  it  was  unusual  that  any  person  attending  at  the 
bar  of  that  house  should  be  accompanied  by  another,  the  lady 
i^hen  withdrew,  and  Mr.  Wardle  put  ^the  following  questions  to 
Mrs.  Clarke  : 


Q.  Did  you  reside  in  a  house  of 
his  Royal  Highness  the  Duke  of 
York,  in  Gloucester-place,  in  the 
year  1805.?     A.  Yes,  I  did. 

Q.  Did  you  then  live-tmder  his  pro- 
tection }     A.  I  did. 

Q.  Did  Dr.  Thynne  attend  you  at 
that  time  in  a  professional  capacity  } 

A.  Yes. 


Q.  Was  an  application  made  to 
you  by  Dr.  Thynne, concerning  an  ex- 
change between  Lieutenant-Colonels 
Knight  and  Brook  ?     A.  There  was. 

Q.  Were  you  told  that  great  dis- 
patch was  necessary  }     A.  Yes. 

Q.  Was  any  pecuniary  considera- 
tion held  out  to  induce  you  to  use  your 
inlluence.?    A.  There  was. 

9  2  Q.  What 
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Q.  What  was  the  particular  sum  of-  siderable  time  trying  to  get  the  ex- 
fere  d  ?     A.  200/.  change,  but  without  effect? 

Q.  Do  vou  recollect  thatDr.Thvnne  A.  He  did. 

toW  you  Col.  Knight  had  been  a  con- 

SiR  VicKEEY  GiBBS   here   interposed.     He  stated,  that  this 
piode  of  interrogation  was  irregular,  and  that  these  were  not  pro- 
per questions  to  put  to  the  witnesses. 
The  witness  was  ordered  to  withdraw. 

Mr.  AVardle  said,  he  conceived  himself  perfectly  correct  in 
the  questions  he  had  put;  and  it  was  far  from  him  to  wish  to  do 
any  thing  that  did  not  meet  the  concurrence  of  the  Committee. 

Mr.  BiiREsroiii)  farther  noticed,  that  witnesses  to  be  examined 
ought  not  to  have  the  advantage  of  knowing  the  evidence  given 
ty  the  preceding  witness. 

INIr.  Wardle,  who  had  left  the  House  for  a  short  time,  ob- 
served, that  if  the  hon.  gentleman  alluded  to  him,  lie  could  sa}', 
that  he  went  out  merely  for  the  purpose  of  informing  Dr.  Thynne, 
that  his  farther  attcixlance  was  not  necessary  that  night.  In  that 
interval  he  had  not  had  any  conversation  with  any  of  the  witnesses 
except  Mrs.  Clarke,  who  asked  who  was  under  examination  at  the 
time,  and  he  answered  Mr.  Kni2:ht. 

Mr.  Perceval  stated,  that  tlie  purpose  for  which  the  hon. 
gentleman  had  left  the  House  could  not  be  mistaken,  as  it  was  in 
consequence  of  an  explanation  with  him  respecting  Dr.  Thynne's 
farther  attendance. 

Mr.  Fuller  said,  as  the  hon.  gentleman  (Mr.  Wardle)  had 
asked  the  last  witness  if  she  had  been,  at  a  certain  period,  under 
the  protection  of  the  Duke  of  Yorkj  he  wished  to  ask  whether 
that  lady  was  now  under  the  protection  of  the  hon.  gentleman.^ 

The  House  not  appearing  to  countenance  that  question,  Mrs. 
Clarke  was  again  called  to  the  bar,  and  her  examination  re-com- 
menced. 


Q.  Did  you    speak    to  the   Com- 
jnander  in  Chief  on  the  subject  ? 
A.  I  did. 

Q.  How  did  you  mention  the  busi- 
ness ? 

A.  I  told  him  of  the  matter,  and 
gave  him  the  slip  of  paper  which  Dr. 
Thynne  gave  me, 

Q.  Did  you  state  to  him  you  had  re- 
ceived any  pecuniary  advantage  from 
the  business? 

A.  His  Royal  Highness  asked  me 
if  I  knew  the  parties.?  1  told  him  I 
did  not,  but  that  I  had  received  a  com- 
pliment, 

Q.  Did  you  state  to  him  the  amount 
of  tliat  compliment  ? 

A.  I  am  not  certain  I  did. 


Q,  Are  you  certain  you  stated  yo.u 
had  received  a  pecuniary  compliment  ? 

A.  1  told  you  I  was  not  certain  ;  but 
I  stated  I  had  received  a  compliment. 

Q.  When  the  exchange  was  gazet- 
ted, do  you  recollect  sending  to  Dr. 
Thvnne?     A.  I  do. 

Q.  Did  you  send  a  note?     A,  I  did. 

Q,  Did  you  receive  a  pecuniary 
compensation?     A,  I  did. 

Q..   How  much  did  you  receive  ? 

A.  A  Bank  note  for  200/. 

Q.  How  was  that  sent  ? 

A.  It  was  sent  witii  Dr.  Thynne'ij 
compliments. 

Q.  Were  these  compliments  written 
or  verbal ? 

A.  They  were  written, 

Q.  Do 
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Q.  Do  you  recollect  afterwards  teil- 
Hig  the  CoinnKinder  in  Chief? 

A.  Yes,  I  do. 

Q.  When  did  you  mention  it? 

A.  The  same  day. 

Q.  Can  you  state  any  thing  particu- 
Lir  that  passed  on  that  occasion  ? 

A.  I  only  said  they  bad  kept  their 
promise. 

Q,  Did  the  Commander  in  Chief 
know  the  amount  ? 

A.  Yes,  1  shewed  him  the  note.  I 
think  I  got  one  of  his  servants  to  get 
me  the  change  of  it  through  his  Royal 
Highness. 

\_Here  her  examination  hj  Mr. 
Ifardle  closed.'] 

(Mr.  Bep^esford   then  proceeded  to 
ask  her.) 

Q.  Where  were  vou  immediately 
before  you  came  to  the  bar  of  the 
House  ? 

A.  In  some  room  adjoining. 

Q.  Who  was  there  with  you? 

A.  Captain  Tliompson,   Mrs.  Met- 

calf,  Miss    Clifford Mr.    Wardie 

came  in. 

{By  Mr.  Windham.) 
Q.  Had  you  any  conversation  with 
Mr.  Wardie  ? 

A.  Not  a  word,  except  his  asking 
me  how  I  did. 

Q.  Had  you  any  conversation  with 
Dr.  Thynne  ? 

A.  Y'es,  he  had    been  sitting  with 
me. 

Q.   What  was  the  purport  of  that 
conversation  ? 

A.  It  was  addressed  to  the   ladies 
that  were  with  me. 

Q.   VV^iat  was  that  conversation  ? 

A.  I  cannot  repeat  it ;  it  was  indeli- 
cate. 

{Bjj  Sir  Thomas  Turton.) 

Q.  How  long  have  you  known  Mr, 
Eobert  Knight  r 

A.  I  knew  him  for  the  first  time 
when  he  came  to  thank  me  for  liis  bro- 
tlier,  in  about  a  month  after  the  busi- 
ness. 

Q.  What  conversation  passed? 

A.  I  cannot  tell,  it  is  so  long  since  : 


liut  I  recollect  lie  thanked  me  for  its 
being  done  so  tpiickly. 

Q.  Did  you  desire  the  transactio«x 
should  be  kei)t  secret  ? 

A.   It  is  very  likely  I  did. 

Q.  Did  you  give  as  a  reason  for  that, 
lest  it  sliould  come  to  the  ears  of  the 
Duke  of  York? 

A.  Oh,  no — never. 

Q.  Or  any  thing  to  that  effect? 

A.  Never. 

Q.  Are  you  sure  of  that? 

A.  I  am  positive. 

(/>//  Mr.  Lyttleton.) 
Q.  When  you  acquainted  hislloyal 
Highness  with  tliecomplimentyouhad 
received,  did  he  make  any  remark  on 
it,  and  what  ? 

A.  He  said  he  knew  they  were  try- 
ing to  procure  the  exchange  ;  but  that 
one  of  them  was  considered  as  a  bad 
subject. 

Q.  When  you  shewed  the  note  you 
had  received,  did  he  make  any  obser- 
yation  ? 

A.  I  don't  recollect,  but  the  busi- 
ness was  then  finished, 

{By  the  Attorney  General.) 

Q.  At  what  time  was  the  applica- 
tion for  the  exchange  made  to  you  ? 

A.  It  was  about  two  or  three  days 
before  it  was  gazetted. 

Q.  W'''as  it  gazetted  on  a  Saturday  ? 
A.  I  don't  know. 

Q.  Are  you  sure  it  was  three  davj 
before  ? 

A.  I  don't  think  it  was. 
Q.  At  what  time  of  the  year  was  it? 
A.  His  Koyal  Highness  was  setting 
off  for  Weymouth  for  the  purpose  of 
standing  god-father  to  Lord  Chester- 
field's child.  I  think  it  was  the  latter 
end  of  July  or- the  beginning  of  Au- 
gust. 

Q.  When  did  you  first  mention  the 
matter  to  Colonel  Wardie? 

A.  I  don't   recollect.     It  was  very 
lately. 

Q.  Why  do  you  say  lately  ? 
A.  Because  I  speak  from  fact. 
Q.  How  long  ago  was  it  ? 
A.  It  was  within  a  month.     He  had 
heard  of  it  elsewhere,  and  attacked 
me  about  it. 

Q.  Had 
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Q,  Had  he  any  kiiov.  Jcdge  of  it  be- 
fore?    A.  He  lia(!. 

Q.  What  led  to  that  conversation  ? 

A.  Himself. 

Q.  Are  yon  speaking  of  any  att?.ck 
before  this  you  have  just  mentioned  ? 

A.  Yes. 

Q.  How  long  ago  was  that  ? 

A.  I  suppose  about  six  montliS  ago. 

Q.  Did  you  mention  the  matter  to 
him  voluntarily  ^ 

A.  He  asked  me  if  it  were  true,  and 

I  told  him  it  was. 

Q.  Did  you  state  it  voluntarily,  or 
Mas  it  in  answer  to  enquiries  made  by 

II  im  ? 

A.  When  he  told  mc  he  had  heard 
It,  I  said  it  was  true;  that  was  ail.  I 
did  not  think  I  should  have  been 
brought  here,  or  I  should  have  denied 
it. 

Q.  Would  you  have  willingly  con- 
cealed it  ? 

A.  I  concealed  it  from  him  ;  an)'- 
thing  I  consider  as  private,  1  have 
sense  enough  to  keep  to  myself;  it  got 
wind  by  some  means  or  other. 

Q.  To  whom  else  did  you  speak  of 
it? 

A.  1  don't  recollect;  but  possibly 
to  some  of  my  friends. 

Q.  How  did  you  mention  it  to  your 
friends? 

A.  They  mentioned  it  to  me  ;  and  I 
said  it  was  very  well. 

Q.  Did  you  give  the  same  account 
of  the  matter  to  Mr.  Wardle  as  you 
have  done  this  day. 

A.  No  :  1  did  not. 

Q.  Which  of  them  was  the  true 
sc count .'' 

A.  Both  of  them. 

Q.  How  do  they  differ? 

A.  J  did  not  sdy  they  differed. 

[C^poji  rtadin^L^  the  former  ques- 
tion and  anszi-cr,  the  zvifness  .said site 
did  not  enter  into  the  same  details 
lo  Mr.  y/ardle.-] 

Q.  Was  the  account  you  gave  him 
shorter?  ^ 

A.  Considerably  so. 

Q.  You  say  yon  informed  Mr.  War- 
die  ;^  do  you  recollect  the  day  on  which 
Dr.  Thyiine  applied  to  you  ? 
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A.  I  neither  recollect  tile  day  nor 
the  month;  I  have  no  recollection  of 
so  trilling  a  thing. 

Q.  Did  not  you  tell  Mr.  Wardle 
what  day  ? 

A.   I  did  not. 

Q.  Did  notyoti  toll  him  it  was  on  a 
Thursday,  and  thai  the  exchange  was 
gazetted  on  the  Saturday  ? 

A.  No,  I  did  not.  I  tlon't  recollect 
ei thee- days  or  dates. 

Q.  Did  you  t'-ll  the  House  everv 
thing  as  you  told  Mr.  Wardle? 

A.  I  Jiave  answered  that  question 
before.  I  told  the  Mouse  more  in  de- 
tail and  more  than  I  told  him. 

IHere  the  ivitness  vcas  desired 
to  xvithdravc.'] 

[Mr.  Wardle  objected  to  this 
course  of  examination,  as  attemplinn- 
to  impeach  his  character. 
.The  Attorney  General  dis- 
claimed any  such  intention,  except  the 
character  of  the  hon.  gentleman  and 
that  of  the  witness  were  to  betaken  as 
blended  together.  He  professed  he 
meant  to  attack  the  credit  of  her  tes- 
timony, and  he  trusted  he  should  ilo 
that  successfully  before  he  finished.] 

[l^he  witness  was  called  in  again.] 

Q.  What  addition-  have  you    made 
now  to   what  you    mentioned  to  Mr 
Wardle? 

A.  I  did  not  mention  to  him  that  I 
shewed  the  bank  note  to  the  Duke  of 
York,  or  that  I  got  it  changed  His 
Royal  Highness  was  going  out  of  town 
at  one  o'clock,  and!  was"  to  follow  at 
four. 

Q.  Are  these  the  only  circumstances 
you  omitted  to  him  ? 

A.  No,  tliey  are  not. 

Q.   State  what  others  there  were? 

A.  I  did  not  say  nnich  on  tlie  sub- 
ject to  him.  He  had  heard  it  from 
others;  he  asked  me  if  it  were  true? 
and  I  told  him  it  was. 

Q.  Had  you  any  intention  of  men- 
tioning the  transaction,  if  you  had  not 
been  asked }    . 

A.  I  might,  or  I  might  not. 

Q.  Had  you  any  ol>j*ect  in  making 
the  disclosure  ? 

A.  None  whatever, 

Q.  Had 
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Q.  Had  yoii  any  end  (o  accomplish 
by  tiKikiwg  the  affair  known  ? 

A.  Certainly  not. 

Q.  Did  you  ever  state  you  had  any 
ground  ofcomplaint  against  his  Royal 
Hiiiiinc^s  ? 

A.   My  friends  know  I  have. 

Q.    Have  you  not  slated  you  had? 

A.  I  have  to  many. 

Q.  Have  you  not  staled,  that  If  his 
Koyai  Hi^i];hness  did  not  comply  with 
your  demands,  you  would  expose  him? 

A.  I  told  iMr.  Adam,  by  ieller,  thnt 
if  his  Royal  Highness  did  not  fulfil 
hi'^  promises  and  those  of  Mr,  Adam, 
h\  payino-  rne  my  annuity,  which 
Mr.  Adanj  had  guaranteed,  I  would 
expose  his  Roval  Hitrhnes^'s  letter 
which  conlaincd   thai  promise  ? 

Q.  Did  you  not  say,  if  his  Royal 
Higiiness  did  not  come  up  to  \our 
terms  you  would  expose  him  ? 

A.  No,  to  no  one  whatever  ;  nor 
is  it  willingly  that  I  do  so  now  ;  I  was 
very  angry.  Perhaps  Mr.  Adam  will 
produce  that  letter.  It  was  the  worst 
I  said  or  did  on  the  occasion. 

Q.  Was  that  ihe  only  one  you 
wrote  ?     A.  1  wrote  two. 

Q.  Are  there  threats  in  bolh  ? 

A.  They  are  not  tlireals  ;  I  solicit- 
ed. 

Q.  Did  you  accompany  those  soli- 
citations by  saying,  if  they  were  not 
complied  with,  you  would  expose  his 
Royal  Highness  ? 

A.  I  do  not  recolJecf.  You  had  bet- 
ter ask  for  the  letters  the^mselves. 

Q.  Did  )ou  ever  make  such  a  de- 
claration ? 

A.  No,  Keve.r. 

Q.  Did  you  ever  say  If  )oiir  terms 
weie  not  complied  with,  you  would 
expose  his  Royal  Highness? 

A.  No,  1  did  not. 

Q.  Are  )ou  quite  sure  ? 

A.   I  am  quite  sure. 

Q.  Did  you  ever  tell  Mr,  Wardle 
you  wanted  the  200/.  for  a  particular 
purpose  ? 

A.  No,  I  did  not. 

Q.  Did  )ou  ever  say  to  Mr.  Robert 
Knight  you  would  expose  his  Koyal 
Highness  ?     A.  No,  i  did  not. 


Q.  Nor  to  that  eiJbtt  ? 

A.  I  told  Vim  I  was  going  to  puli- 
lish  the  correspondence,  for  the  pur- 
pose of  paying  my  creditors,  which 
his  lloyal  Highness  refused  to  do.  He 
insisted  I  should  plead  my  marriage, 
to  evade  the  payment  of  my  debts. 
About  six  weeks  ago,  1  rt  reived  a 
message  from  JMr.  Adam  to  that  pur- 
pose,  by  a  sort  of  a  lawyer. 

Q.  Did  Mr.  Knight  come  to  you, 
or  did  you  send  lor  him  ? 

A.  f  was  in  tlie  habit  of  wrtfing  to 
Mr.  Knight ;  I  told  him  where  I  lived, 

Q.  Did  you  not  vrrite  to  him  to 
cx)me  to  you  particularly? 

A.  No,  i  must  reler  you  to  the  let- 
ters tliem  selves. 

Q.   Are  vou  a  married  woman  ? 

A.  You  have  no  reason  to  doubt  it. 

[Upon  the  question  bei'\g  repeated, 
she  said  "  1  am  a  married  woman,"] 

Q.  How  long  have  you  been  mar- 


ned  ? 

A.  I  must  refer  you  to  Mr.  Adarri ; 
he  has  the  certificate  of  my  marriage, 

[Upon  being  told  from  the  Chair,  she 
must  give  direct  answers  to  the  ques- 
tioi)<;,  she  said,  *'  I  have  been  married 
fourteen  or  fifteen  years."] 

Q.  Is  vour  husband  livino-  or  dead  ? 

A.   I  don't  know. 

Q.  Have  you  not  sworn  you  were 
a  widow  ? 

A.  When  I  asked  the  Duke  of  York 
for  100/.  iie  sent  me  word,  if  I  should 
speak  or  write  pgainst  him,  he  would 
put  me  in  the  pillory  or  the  Bastile. 
On  the  court-martial,  I  said  it  was  en 
unpleasant  thing  to  say  I  was  a  mar- 
ried vs'ornan,  when  I  was  living  with 
the  Duke  of  York  ;  I  said,  1  was  a  wi-^ 
dov/;  this  was  out  of  court,  but  it  was 
put  into  the  miiiutes  of  l^e  court-n,ar- 
lial  as  if  I  had  sworn  it, 

Q.  Wiio  brought  the  message  to 
you  ? 

A.  It  was  a  particular  friend  of  the 
Duke  of  York;  one  Taylor,  a  shoe- 
maker in  Bond  Street. 

Q.  By  whom  did  you  send  your  re- 
quest ?     A.  By  my  pen. 

Q.   How  did  you  send  your  letter^j 

A.  Ev  thai  arnbas^adur  of  Morocco^ 

Q.  Was* 
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Q.  Was  it  a  verbal  answer  you  re- 
ceived,  or  by  leiier  ? 

A.  U  was  a  verbal  one;  either  in 
Taylor's  own  language,  or  ihe 
Duke's ;   I  don'i  kno.w  which. 

Q.  What  is  your  husband's  name  ? 

A.   Clarke. 

Q.  What  i-?  his  christian  name  ? 

A.  Joseph,  I  believe. 

Q.  Where  were  ycM  married? 

A.  At  Pancras ;  Mr.  Adam  can  tell 

you. 

[The  witness  was  again  admonish- 
ed from  the  Chair,  and  warned,  that 
it' she  persisted  in  giving  her  answers 
in  that  pert  manner,  she  would  ex- 
pose herself"  to  the  censure  of  the 
JrJouse.  She  was  ordered  lo  withdraw. 

Mr.  Adam  bopetl  the  rebuke  was 
not  applied  in  consequence  oiany  ob- 
servations made  on  him. 

The  witness  was  called  in  again.] 

Q.  Have  you  not  said  you  were 
married  at  Berkhamstcad  ? 

A.  Yes;  when  I  was  laughing  at 
;Mr.  Adam,  and  making  a  lool  ot"  him. 
The  Duke  was  very  angry  and  sorry 
tor  what  I  had  done,  as  he  was  in  Mr. 
Adam's  clutches. 

Q.  Did  not  }ou  find  Mr.  Adam  be- 
lieved you,  and  acted  upon  that  in- 
formation ? 

A.  He  set  a  man  to  make  inquiries 
on  the  subject ;  a-t  least  so  the  Duke 
told  me.  But  neither  Mr.  Adam  nor 
any  one  else  could  say  I  acted  impro- 
perly while  I  remained  under  the 
Duke's  protection. 

Q.  Did  you  not  represent  your  hus- 
band as  the  nephew  of  Alderman 
Clarke  ? 

A.  He  told  me  he  was. 

Q.  Did  you  believe  lie  was? 

A.  Yes,  I  did. 

Q.  Did  you  ever  see  Alderman 
Ciarke  ? 

'    A.  I  never  saw  any  of  my  husband's 
relations,  but  two  bi  others  and  sisters. 

Q.  Do  you  now  believe  he  was  so 
related  ? 

A.  I  never  inquired  since  I  quitted 
him.  He  is  nothing  lo  me,  nor  I  to 
him.  1  never  saw  him  these  three 
years,  since  he  threatened  to  bring  an 
action  against  the  Duke  of  York. 


Q.  What  business   was  your  hus- 
band of? 

A.  He  was  of  no  busijie^s.     His  fa- 
ther was  a  builder. 

Q.  Did  you  ever  live  in  Tavistock- 
place  ?     A.  I  did. 

Q.  Where  did  you  live  there? 

A.  I  don't  recollect. 

Q.   How  long  ago  ? 

A.   I  don't  know, 

Q.  When  did  you  go  lo  live  in 
Giouce<!ter-piace  .- 

A.  I  don't  know.  I  was  in  Park- 
lane  with  the  Duke  before  that. 

Q.  When  were  you  in  Park-lane  ? 

A.    I  don't  know. 

Q.  Did  you  live  any  where  else  be- 
tween leaving  Tavislojk-place  and 
going  to  Park-Ian^  ? 

A.  I  don't  know,  the  Duke  knows. 
I  might  have  gone  to  some  of  his 
houses. 

Q.  When  did  yoii  first  become  ac- 
quainted with  the  Duke  ? 

A.  I  must  be  excused  if  I  do  not 
mention  it.  Upon  being  pressed  for 
an  answer,  she  said,  **  1  do  not  recol- 
lect.'* 

Q.  Why  would  you  be  excused  ? 

A.  Because  I  do  not  recollect. 

Q.  Is  that  the  only  reason  ? 

A.  I  wish  to  be  very  lair  in  my  an- 
swers. 

Q.  Can  you  posilively  say  you  did 
not  live  in  ravistock-place  before  \  on 
knew  the  Duke  ? 

A.  I  do  not  consider  that  a  fair 
question;  I  have  a  family  ol  children, 
and  a  daughter  grown  up:  I  lived 
under  the  protection  of  the  Duke  there. 

Q.  Were  you  under  his  protection 
when  you  fir<t  lived  there  ? 

A.  No;  I  was  undei  the  protection 
of  my  mother. 

Q.  Did  you  not  represent  yourself 
as  a  widow  ? 

A.  No,  never  but  al  the  Court 
Martial.  I  thought  I  was  saving  my 
own  character,  and  that  of  his  Royal 
Highness,  as  he  was  married  also. 

Q.  Did  you  not  tell  your  tradesmen 

you  were  a  widow*  ?     A.  No,  never. 

Q.  Have  you   not  th^ea(ened   the 

Duke,  that  if  he  di-d  not  comply  with 

the   terras  proposed,  you  would  put 
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his  letters  into  iiands  who  would  pay  notice  of  him,  or  his  brother,  in  any 

the  demand  ?     A,  What  letters  ?         '  memoir  I  might  write. 

Q.  Have  you  not  said  you  would  Q.  Did  he  make  any  other  request 

put  every  thing  on  paper,  at}d   if  the  than  barely  that  you  would  spare  hini 

Duke  did  not  comply,  you  would  put  and  his  brother  ?     A.  No. 

it  into  hands  who  would  publish  it?  Q.  Had  you  any  more  conversations 

A.  The  gentleman  is  reciting  from  than  one  with  Mr.Wardle  on  the  sub- 
Mr.  Adam's  letter,  had  he  not  better  ject  of  this  night's  business  ? 
read  it  ?  A.  No  ;   nor  do  I  wish  to  hear  any 

[Upon  the  question  being  repeated,  more  of  it. 

she  said,  I  don't  recollect  what  I  said;  Q.    Are  you  in  the  habit  of  seeing 

but  I  beg  the  letter  maybe  produced.  Colonel  Wardle  ?     A.  Yes. 

and  that  will  speak  for  the  contents.]  Q.  Have  you  had  any  conversation 

Q.  Who  were  those  you  mentioned  with  Colonel  Wardle  on  this  busiiicss 

the  transaction  to,  besides  Mr.  War-  witl^.in  these  three  days  ?     A.  No. 

idle  ?  Gl.  Have  you  had  any  since  Friday 

A.  I  do  not  recollect.  last  ?     A.  No. 

Q.  How  long  ago   is  it  since  you  O-  Did  you  see  Colcriel  Vv^'ardle  on 

mentioned  it  ?  Saturday  last  ? 

A   It  was  since  I  wrote  the  letter  to  A.  Yes  3  I  saw  him  at  the  Opera 

Mr.  Adam,  I  did  not  know  Mr.W^ar-  House, 

die  then.  Gl.  Did  Colonel  Wardle  acquaint 

Q.  Who  were  present  when  you  you,  at  that  time,   with  the  present 

mentioned  it,  besides  Mr.  Wardle  ?  transaction,  and  mention  his  intentioa 

A.  I  do  not  know,  except  it  was  a  of  calling  you  as  a  witness  ? 

young  lady  y  there  was  no  man  pre-  A.  I  was  first  acquainted  with  the 

sent.  business  he   intended    bringing    for- 

Gt.  To  what  man  did  you  ever  merio  ward,  when   I  sav/  it  in  the  news- 

tion  it  ?  papers.     I  was  very  angry,  and  evea 

A.  To  many  j  I  don't  know  whom,  had  some  words  with  him,  for  the  dis- 

Q.  Do  you  know  Major  Hogan  ?  respectful  mention  he  had  made  of  a 

A.  I  do  not  know  him ;  I  never  saw  friend  of  mine,  Mr.  Donovan.     Mr. 

fcim.    Mr.  Greenwood  sent  me  word  Wardle  took  some  letters   of  mine, 

by  Taylor,  the  shoemaker,  that  he  v/as  without  my  permission,  which  I  have 

sorry  I  was  acquainted  with  Finnc'ty.  not  been  able  to  get  back  since. 

I  never  saw  the  man  in  my  life,  ex-  Q.  Was  it  on  Saturday  last  you  saw 

cept  eight  or  nine  years  ago,  at  Mar^  the  newspapers  ? 

gate.  A.   I   cannot  charge  my  memory 

with  the  recollection. 

(By  Mr.  Crokek.)  q    jyi^  y^u  see  Mr.  Wardle  on 

Q.  Do  you  recollect  the  particulars  Sunday  last  ? 

of  your   last   conversation  with  Mr.  A.    I   see  him  almost  every   day, 

Rot^jrt  Knight  ?  sometimes  every  other  day.     When  I 

A.   Yes  :  he  asked  who  had  taken  heard   he   was   going   to    bring   this 

the  house  for  me  ^  Vv'hethcr  the  Duke  business   forward,  I  said  I  would  get 

?'nd  I  were  intimate  now  ?  I  said  that  out  of  town,  but  he  told  me  that  if  I 

he  had  forgotten  both   me   and  the  disobeyed  the  summons  of  this  House, 

debts,  for  which  the  people  v/ere  press-  I  should  be  sent  to  prison, 

ing  me,  and  that  it  was  impossible  to  Q.   Did  you  see  Colonel  V/ardle 

plead  my  marriage  to  them  all,    I  said  yesterday  .-' 

that  I  would  publish  an  account  of  his  A.  I  think  I  did. 

Koyal   Highness's  conduct,  if  he  did  Q.    Have   you    any   doubt    as   to 

not   act  as   became   him  3    and   Mr.  v/hether  you  saw  him  ? 

Knight  requested  that  I  would  take  no  A.  I  believe  I  did  not. 

^o,  ^.  p                                          Q.  Are 
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€1.  Are  you  certain  how  that  you 
did  not  see  him  yesterday  ? 

A.  I  think  I  am  3 1  do  not  remember 
that  I  was  at  home  the  whole  day. 

Q.  Did  you  see  Colonel  Wardle  this 
day  ?     A.  I  did. 

Q.  Do  you  still  adhere  to  your 
former  answer,  that  you  had  no  con- 
versation with  him  within  these  three 
days  ? 

A.  He  told  me,  I  do  not  exactly  re- 
collect when,  that  I  must  obey  the 
summons,  and  as  I  was  to  attend  as  a 
•wUness,  I  must  speak  the  truth,  or  the 
House  would  send  me  where  they  had 
sent  Sheriffs  before. 

Q.  Did  you  shew  the  note  to  the 
Duke  of  York  before  you  asked  for 
the  change  of  it  ? 

A.  I  shewed  it  him  after  dinner  one 
day. 

Q.  By  whom  was  the  message  con- 
•erning  Finnerty  conveyed  ? 

A.  By  Taylor.  He  told  me  that  he 
had  just  left  Mr.  Greenwood,  who  said 
he  understood  that  I  was  connected 
with  pamphlet  writers,  and,  among 
the  rest,  with  one  Finnerty,  which  I 
then  denied,  as  I  do  now. 

Q.  Did  Mr.  Robert  Knight  ever 
call  on  you  alone,  after  you  had  re- 
ceived the  200/.  ? 

A.  Many  times. 

Q.  Did  you  ever  say  to  ^Ir.  Robert 
Knight,  that  you  were  anxious  to  con- 
ceal that  transaction  from  his  Royal 
Highness  ?     A.  No. 

Q.  If  any  one  represented  you  as 
having  said  so,  do  you  declare  him  to 
have  spoken  falsehood  ? 

A.  Certainly. 

(By  Lord  Folkstone.) 

Q.  Do  you  recollect  what  was  stated 
in  the  note  you  received  from  Dr. 
Thynne  ? 

A.  I  do  not  recollect. 

Q.  I  considered  you  to  have  stated 
that  the  200/.  was  brought  you  in  a 
note  from  Dr.  Thynne,  containing 
some  compliments,  is  that  fact  ? 

A.  I  think  I  can  say  positively  that 
the  notes  were  contained  in  a  letter 
from  him  j  because  I  remember  send- 
ing ray  maid  down  \Q  ^iye  the  man  a 


guinea.  I  do  not  recollect  what  waS 
contained  in  the  letters  besides  money. 
I  did  not  expect  to  be  brought  here 
about  it,  but  supposed  that  to  be  the 
finishing  of  the  thing. 

Q..  Are  you  acquainted  with  the 
person  who  brought  this  note  to  your 
house  ? 

A.  It  was  brought  by  a  man-ser- 
vant, but  I  did  not  know  him. 

Q.  Do  you  recollect  at  what  time 
it  was  brouo;ht  ? 

A.  About  the  middle  of  the  day  >  I 
cannot  speak  to  the  exact  hour. 

Q.  You  stated  that  the  exchange 
took  place  a  few  days  after  the  appli- 
cation made  to  his  Royal  Highness  ? 

A.  Yes. 

Q.  When  did  it  appear  in  the 
Gazette  ? 

A.  Of  course  on  the  same  day  that 
it  took  place. 

Q,.  Had  you  any  reason  for  wishing 
to  conceal  the  visits  of  Mr.  Knight 
from  the  Commander  in  Chief? 

A.  I  never  was  desirous  to  conceal 
his  visits,  or  those  of  any  other  gentle- 
man, from  his  Royal  Highness. 

(%  ihe  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 

CHEaUER.) 

Q.  Can  you  state  the  particulars 
how  Mr.  Wardle  obtained  the  letters 
from  you  ? 

A.  One  morning  he  took  some  par- 
cels without  any  sanction  from  me  5 
when  I  asked  him  for  them  he  laughed 
it  off,  saying  they  were  some  love 
secrets,  and  I  never  have  been  able  to 
get  them  back  since. 

Q.  Were  the  letters  taken  away  be- 
fore the  conversation  respecting  this 
inquiry  ? 

A.  Yes.  I  do  not  recollect  how 
long. 

Q.  How  did  it  happen  that  your 
letters  were  so  exposed  as  that  he  could 
take  them  ? 

A.  From  the  confusion  I  was  in  at 
the  time,  being  about  to  remove  to  my 
mother's  ? 

Q.  Does  the  Witness  wish  to  be 
understood,  as  stating  that  Mr.  War- 
dle took  these  letters  without  her  leave 
and  authority  ? 

A.  Ye-s. 
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A.  Yes.     But  he  had   mn  away  [Mr.  Wardle  requested  that  thft 

with  others  before,  some  nonsensical  Deputy   Judge  Advocate  should    be 

little  notes,  which  I  supposed  induced  called  ^   but  he  not  appearing,  the  ex- 

him  in  this  case  to  take  the  letters,  amination  proceeded.] 

When  I  saw  him,  he  said  he  would  Q.   How  soon  after  the  exchange 

give  them  back  to  me  if  I  wished,  did  Mr.  Knight  fulfil  his  promise  ? 

and  that  he  was  sorry  for  the  subject  A.  Immediately ;  the  same  da3% 

of  them.  Q.  Was  it  on  the  same  day  you 

Q.     Were   these   letters  from  his  asked  the  Duke  of  York  for  change  ? 

Royal  Highness  ?     A.  No.  A.  I  did  not  ask  the  Duke  of  York 

Q.   W^hy  then  did  you  state  that  to  change  it ^  the  servant  went  for  the 

they  led  to  this  busine?;3  ?  change. 

A.  Because  he  read  them.  Q.  Do  you  know  the  servant's  name 

Q.  Whose  letters  were  they   that  who  procured  you  the  change  ? 

could  be  supposed  to  lead  to  such  a  A.  I  do  not  know  it;  it  is  an  irreo-u- 

•  business  ?  lar  thing  to  ask  servants  their  names. 

A.  They  were  upon  uiiferent  sub-  ^    ^      „ 

jgcts.  (-oy  Sir  Francis  BuROETT. 

Q.  Were  you  ever  offered  money  Q.  Have  you  received  money  upon 

for  delivering  some  letters  to  his  Royal  any  other  occasion  for  applying  to  the 

Highness  ?     A.  No.  Duke  of  York  ? 

,     Q.  Did  you  ever  lodge  any  in  the  A.    I    thought    that  w'hen  I  had 

hands  of  any  person  for  the  purpose  spoken  as  to  this  night's  business,   I 

of  inducing  the  Duke  to  comply  with  should  be  lei  away, 

your  demands  ?  [Witness  was  permitted  to  withdraw.] 

A.  I  never  sent  any  letters  but  to 
Mr.  Adam,  who  was  one  of  his  Royal 
Highncss's  friends. 

Mr.  Berespord  said,  in  explanation,  that  he  had  put  a  question  to 
the  hon.  gentleman  opposite  him,  from  having  ohserved  him  leave  the 
room,  and,  on  his  return,  proceed  to  a  course  of  examination,  in  which 
he  appeared  to  put  ans\\T.rs  in  the  witness's  mouth.  He  did  not 
suspect  the  hon.  gentleman  of  any  bad  intention,  and  firmly  believed, 
that  his  disavowal  of  such  intention  was  sincere. 

Mr.  Wardle  said,  that  from  the  moment  he  left  the  room,  he 
never  asked  the  witness  a  question  respecting  this  business,  nor  had 
the  slightest  intention  of  it, 

Mr.  Whitbread  stated,  that  it  was  most  prohably  In  the  recol- 
lection of  the  Committee,  that  the  accoui'it  which  his  hon.  fr>end  had 
given  of  his  conversation  with  witness,  who  was  then  examining,  was 
merely  an  answer  to  her  question. 

I 

The  Chancellor  of  the  ExcHEauER  asked  if  there  were  other 
witnesses  to  be  produced  ?  and 

Mr.  Wardle  declared  himself  satisfied  to  let  his  case  rest 
there. 

Mr.  Adam  was  then  applied  to  by  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  to  submit  to  an  examination,  in  which  he  con- 
curred. 

V  2  Q.  You 
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O..    Yoa  bave  heard   the  account  thing  wrong  in  that  quarter,  and  thst 

which  the  last  Witness  has  given  of  he  continued   of  that  opinion  almost 

the  part  you  took  in  this  transaction;  to  the  last,  till  the  very  close  of  the 

will  you  give  your  own  account  of  it?  conneciion  }  and  that  the  connection^ 

A.'  I  wish  to  state  to  the  Committee,  as  the  facts  will  shew,  closed  in  con- 
in  answer  to  the  question  put  to  meby  sequence  of  his  conviction,  that  that 
the  honourable  and  learned  gentleman  investigation  had  disclosed  the  charac- 
cver  against  rac,  that,  1  believe,  in  the  ler  of  the  person  who  has  just  been  ex- 
year  17Sg,  I  was  tirst  desired  by  Ins  aminedi     The  transactions  of  a  pecu- 
F.oyal  Highness  the  Duke  of  York  to  niary  nature,   which,  as  I  have  stated, 
Jook  into  some  concerns  of  h's.    From  had  no  relation   to  any  thing  like  the 
that  time  to  the  present  period  I  have  subject  of  this  inquiry  :   these  transac- 
continued  my  attention  to  those  con-  tions  came  to  be  brought  more  directly 
earns,  and  1  have  continued  it  upon  home  to  his  Royal  Kighness's  attention 
the  g»Dund   that   I    stated   the   other  by  a  fact  which  I  could  state,  if  it 
night  to  the  House  ;   namely,  that  it  is  were  fit,  according  to  the  rules  of  evi- 
iiot  professional,  that  it  is  not  attended  dencej  but  it  would  be  stating  hearsay 
with  any  emolument  whatever,  but  it  evidence,  and   that  hearsay  evidence 
has  been  perfectly  gratuitous  on  my  of  the  party  whose  conduct  is  the  sub- 
part.    I  felt  it  a  duty,  when  engaged  ject  of  inquiry ;  I  state  it  merely  to 
in  it,  to  discharge  all  of  it,  and  every  make  my  evidence  intelligible.    I  then 
part  of  it,  with  as  much  fidelity  and  directed   the  inquiry   more   at   large, 
accuracy  and  attention  as  I  could.     It  and    had    an    accurate    investigation 
came  to  my  knowledge,  late  in  the  made  by  employing  Mr.  Lowten,  an 
year  1805,  that  the  husband  of  the  eminent  Solicitor,  who  employed  Mr. 
person  who  has  been  examined  at  the  Wilkinson,  as  the  person  that  he  gene- 
bar,   threatened  an  action  for  criminal  rally  gets  to  superintend  business,  iii^.til 
conversation  against  the  Duke  of  York:  it  is  brought  forward  in  proper  shape, 
it  v.'as  necessary  to  inquire  into  the  cir-  he  not  having  leisure  for  those  parts  of 
cumstances  of  the  case  ;  and  it  fell  to  his  business.     By  Mr.  Wilkinson,  to 
my    lot,  'from    the    communications  whom  the  person  at  the  bar  alluded, 
which  I  had  had  upon  other  subjects  these  investigations  were  completed  -, 
with  his  Royal  Highness,  and  from  the  and  when  they  were  completed,  they 
intercourse  which  had  constantly  and  were,    1  think,  either  upon   the  Sth^ 
invariably  subsisted  (if  I  may  use  the  /th,  or  8th  of  May,  18o6\  submitted^ 
expression)  between  liis  Royal  High-  in  detail  and  in  writing,  to  his  Royal 
ness  and  myself,  that  I  should  give  Highness,      accompanied     with     the 
directions  for  those  enquiries.     In  the  proofs  :  it  was  an  unpleasant  task,  be^ 
course  of  these  directions,   and  in  the  cause  it  is  not  pleasant  to  state  to  any 
matter  that  was  laid  before  me  in  con-  person  that  which  is  contrary  to  their 
sequence  of  the  investigation,  I  had  inclinations  and  their  feelings  3  but  it 
reason  to  believe,  that  ihe  conduct  of  was  a  thing  that  I  thought  I  was  bound, 
the  person  who  has  been  examiined  at  in   the  disrhaige  of  my  duty   to  the 
the  bar  had  not  been  so  correct  as  it  Duke  of  York,   to  do  exactly  in  the 
ought  to  have  been,  and  that  it  had  a  manner  in  which  I   had  received  the 
tendency  to  prejudice  his  Royal  Higli-  information.      This    information   was 
ness's  interests,  not  his  character  in  a  considered.     In  the  course  of  it,  his 
military  point  of  view,  or  in  a  public  Royal   Highness  wished  that  I  should 
capacity^    but   his   interests    and    his  have  an  interview  with  the  person  who 
name  with  regard  to  money.     This  led  has  just. been  examined ;  I  accordingly 
to  further  inquiry  j   and  I  conceived  it  agreed   to    have  that   interview,    be- 
to  be  my  duty  to  intimate  the  result  cause  I  considered  that  no  unpleasant* 
of  these  things  to  the  Duke  of  York:  I  ness  that  might  afterwards,  or  at  the 
found  the  Duke  of  York  not  inclined  time,  arise  to  myself,  should  prevent 
to  believe  that   there  could  be  any  me  from  following  up  the  business,  and 

extricating 
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extricating  that  royal  person  from  the  was  equally  hiccrrect  with  the  other, 
person  with  whom  he  was  at  that  time  In  a  tew  days  after  tl.is,   his  Royal 
connected.     Upon  th.e  score  of  those  Highness's  mind  being  made  up  to  se- 
representations,  I  had  this  interview  :  parate  himself  from  this  person,  I  was 
it  was  an  interview  not  of  very  long  again  asked  by  his  Royal  Higlmess, 
duration  ;  but,  of  course,  I  conducted  whether  I  had  any  ditiiculty  in  under- 
the  conversation  to  those  points  which  taking  the  ccnununicatiiig  to  her  his 
led  me  to  discover  how  far,  with  per-  determination.      My   being    to   wait 
feet  accuracy,  there  was  truth  or  false-  upon  her  v.as  announced  in  a  short 
hood  in  vhe  information  which  I  had  letter  from  the  Duke  of  York  to  her  : 
obtained  in  the  manner  I  have  stated,  and    1    accordingly,   from    the    same 
It  had  been  represented  to  me,  that  motive  which  I  have  already  stated, 
this  person  had  defended  an  action  as  and  feeling  it  to  be  a  duty,  as  I  had 
a   married   vv'oman,   having   obtained  commenced  the  transaction  which  was 
the  property  for  which  the  action  was  to  lead  to  this  not  to  tlinch  from  any 
brought  in  the  character  of  a  widow,  personal   inconvenience,   or   any   un- 
Investigation  was  made  with  regard  to  pleasantness  which  might  arise  at  tiie 
the  place  of  her  marriage  3  and  it  was  time,  or  in  future,  to  make  the  corn- 
found   she  was   married  a  minor   at  munication  :  I  made  the  communica- 
Pancras.    She  had  represented,  at  dif-  tion,  and  I  accompanied  it  with  this 
ferent  times,  that  her  mother  was  of  a  declaration,   that   the  Duke  of  York 
family  of  the  name  of  Mackenzie  j  that  thought  it  his   duty,  if  her  conduct 
her  father  was  nam.ed  Farquhar  3  that  was   correct,  to  give  her  an  annuity 
they  lived   in  the   neighbourhood  of  of  40QL  a  year,  to  be  paid  quarterly  j 
Berkhamstead,     and    'that     accounts  that  he  could  enter  into  no  obligation 
would   be   had  of  the  family  there,  in  writing,  by  bond,  or  otherwise,  that 
The  Berkhamstead  Register  had  been  it  must  rest  entirely  upon  his  word  to 
examined  with  that  view,  and  it  was  be  performed,  according  to  her  be- 
examined   with    accuracy    for    forty  haviour  j    and  that  he  might,^  there- 
years  back.    In  the  course  of  the  con-  fore,  have  it  in  his  power  to  withdraw 
versation  I  had  with  her  in  the  first  in-  the   annuity,   in   case   her   behaviour 
terview,   I  took  occasion  to  ask  her  was  such  as  to  make  him  consider  that 
whereshe  was  married  3  and  she  stated  it  was  unfit  it  should  be  paid.     That 
to  me,  seriously  and  distinctly,  that  was  the  nature  of  the  proposition  which 
she  was  married  at  Berkhamstead.     I  I  made,  and  no  other.    The  conversa- 
then  took  occasion  to  put  some  ques-  tion  lasted  for  a  very  short  time.     I 
lions  witli  regard   to  the  register  at  left  the  lady,  and  I  have  not  seen  her 
Pancras 3  and  I  took  occasion  likewise  from  that  time  to  the  present  moment, 
to  state  what  I  knew  with  respect  to  These  circumstances  seem  to  me  in  the 
the  registers  of  births,    tiurials,  and  narration,  all  that  is  necessary  to  be 
marriages  at  Berkhamstead  3  and  from  stated  with  respect  to  that  part  of  the 
the  impression  it  made,  I  came  away  transaction   in  ^vhich   my  name   has 
with  a  conviction  in   my  mind,   that  been  so  frequently  used.     Inhere  are, 
those  facts  which  had  been  stated  to  however,  two  other  matters,  the  one 
nie  upon  the  investigation  I  had  direct-  in  which  my  nan)e  was  used  when  it 
ed,  were  correct  and  true  3   because  was  first  introduced,  and  llie  other  re- 
no  doubt   remained   upon    my  mind  specling    a   particular    person,    upon 
from  her  demeanor  and  conduct  upon  which  I  wish  to  state  the  facts  to  the 
that  occasion.     She   stated   seriously  Committee,     I  did,  at  some  time^  in 
that  her  marriage  was  at  Berkham-  the  year  1  SOS,  receive  a  letter,  I  think 
stead.      She   hkew^ise  stated,  in  that  the  lith  of  June  ;   I  will  not  be  quite 
conversation,  that  her  husband  was  a  sure  about  the  date,  but  I  think  it  Is 
nephew  of  Mr.  Alderman  Clarke,  now  marked  in  my  own  hand,  the  11th  of 
the  Chamberlain  of  London.    I  know,  June,  1S08,  which  is  the  letter  which 
from  the  same  investigation,  that  that  has  been  alluded  to.     I  am  not  in 

possession 
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possession  of  the  letter,  I  gave  It  into 
the  same  custody  that  had  the  papers 
which  constituted  the  investigation  I 
have  stated  ;  that  letter  I  shall  state 
nothing  of  the  contents  of;  I  only 
mean  to  say,  that  letter  is  in  a  situa- 
tion to  be  produced,  and,  I  suppose, 
from  what  has  passed,  there  will  be 
no  necessity  for  any  thing  more.  The 
other  fiict  to  which  I  wish  to  speak,  is 
with  respect  to  the  persons  whom  I 
employed.  With  respect  to  Mr.  Wil- 
]<insou,  the  Committee  have  already 
heard  the  manner  in  which  he  has 
been  employed,  and  those  who  know 
him,  know  his  capacity  for  that  em- 
ployment. With  regard  to  the  other 
person,  of  the  name  of  Taylor,  I  can 
only  say,  that  I  never  happened  to  see 
that  person  in  the  whole  course  of  my 
life.  If,  in  what  I  have  stated,  in 
U'hich  the  facts  only  can  be  considered 
S5  evidence,  but  which  I  have  endea- 
voured to  make  intelligible  by  con- 
necting circumstances,  any  thing  has 
arisen  for  any  question  to  be  put  to  me, 
I  am  most  anxious  that  all,  or  any  gen- 
tleman in  the  House  should  call  upon 
me  to  answer  it.  The  separation  took 
place  upon  the  11th  of  I\Iay,  ISOG ; 
the  transaction,  which  has  been  ex- 
amined, took  place  in  July,  1805. 

(By  the  Attorney  General,) 

Q.  At  what  time  did  his  Royal 
Highness  separate  from  Mrs,  Clarke  ? 

A.  In  May,  I  SOD. 

Q.  Did  you  guarantee  the  payment 
of  this  annuity  ? 

A.  Never;  the  Duke  of  York  was 
at  perfect  liberty  to  v/ilhdraw  it  when 
he  pleased. 

(B]/  Loud  Folkstone.) 

Q.  What  was  the  nature  of  the 
promise  contained  in  the  letter  ? 

A.  i  wrote  no  letter;  his  Royal 
Highness  sent  a  short  note,  merely 
njcntiouing  my  intention  to  wait  on 
i;cr. 

(Bi/  the  Attorney  General.) 

Q..  Did  she  appe.-ir  exasperated  at 
your  <:ommunication  ? 

A.  Greatly)  she  said  she  should 
see  him  ngain^ 


Q.  Did  you  know  that  she  had  any 
intention  of  explaining  to  the  Duke 
of  York  ? 

A.  I  do  not  know;  but  believe  she 
thought  she  could  prevail  upon  him 


agam. 


GwYLLYM  LoYD  Wardle,  Esq.  cxa^ 
mined  by  the  Attorney  Gene- 
ral. 

Q.  Had  you  only  one  short  conver<T 
sation  v/ith  Mrs.  Clarke  upon  the  sub- 
ject of  to-night's  inquiry  ? 

A.  That  13  a  difficult  question  to  an- 
swer exactly,  there  are  such  a  variety 
of  cases  I  have  talked  over  with  her 
from  time  to  time.  I  do  not  know  ex- 
actly the  time  W'hen  I  talked  this  case 
over  with  her,  I  had  heard  of  it  be- 
fore ;  and,  in  short,  got  out  of  her' 
more  than  she  told  me  voluntarily.  She 
attacked  me  very  warmly  with  respect 
to  another  case  which  I  mentioned, 
and  1  believe  she  spoke  generally  of 
the  whole.  When  the  matter  was 
talked  over  between  us,  I  took  my  pen 
and  ink,  and  entered  every  thing 
which  passed  in  a  book.  I  do  not 
believe  that  I  have  altered  any  part 
of  what  I  entered.  I  believe  I  never 
had  but  one  pointed  conversation  on 
this  case ;  wliether,  in  speaking  of 
other  cases,  I  have  touched  upon  that, 
I  cannot  say  ;  the  case  has  remained 
in  that  book  ever  since  ;  and  I  took  a 
copy  the  other  day,  from  that  book, 
of  what  I  had  written. 

Q.  What  you  stated  to  the  House, 
was  what  you  had  collected  from  Mrs. 
Clarke  ? 

A.  What  in  part  I  had  collected 
from  Mrs.  Clarke,  and  in  part  from 
other  quarters. 

Q.  Did  you  state  to  the  House  any 
thing  as  having  passed  between  Mrs. 
Clarke  and  those  persons  who  were 
immediate  agents  in  this  transaction 
except  what  you  collected  from  her? 

A.  I  fancy,  a  good  deal.  I  know 
some  points;  but  I  believe  a  good  deal 
of  the  main  points  were  stated  fromk 
the  book,  which  I  had  written,  when 
I  had  conversed  with  her  upon  the 
subject. 

Q.  Did 
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O.  Did  she  state  to 'you  that  this  points  that  guided  me  in  my  asser- 

passed  on  the  25  th  of  July  ?  tion  ;    if  I  was  wrong  in  my  asscr- 

A.  No,  she  did  not,  certainly.     I  tion,   it   was  a   blunder  arising  from 

do  not  think  she  was  at  all  aware  of  that. 

the  positive  date.    I  remember,  at  the  Q.  Is  the  Committee  to  under^^tand, 

time  of  the  conversation,  she  mentl-  that,  while  Mrs.  Clarke  and  yourself 

oned  the  circumstance  of  Lord  Ches-  v^ere  seeking  to  fix  the  day  on  which 

terlield's    christening,     and     seemed  this  transaction  took    place,   the  Ga» 

guided     by    that  j     that    his    Eoyal  zette  was  found  j  and,  tiiat  finding  the 

Highness   was    going   down    to   that  date  of  that,  and  considering  the  time 

christenings   and,  by  that,  she  made  which  had  preceded  it,  you  fixed  the 

out  the  period  to  be  in  July,  when  date  on  which  tin-  ofrer  was  made,  to 

the  transaction  took  place.  be  on  the  Thursday  preceding  ? 

Q.  Upon  what   authority  did  you  A.  I  mean   merely  to  assert,   that, 

state,  with  particularity,  that  this  took  from  the  evidence  Mrs.  Clarke  gave 

place  on  Thursday  the  25th  of  July  j  me,  and  from  tlie  information  1  got 

this  agreement  for  the  200/.  ?  from  the  Gazette,  I  fixed  it  must  be 

A.  She,  upon  taking  note  of  that  on  the  very  day  I  mentioned.  I  had 
christening,  and  taking  note  of  the  no  other  guide  to  go  by,  of  one  de- 
Gazette  also,  was  positive  then  in  her  scription  or  another  j  and  I  do  not  see 
assertion  (I  remember  perfectly  well)  that  I  am  to  stand  here,  however 
that  the  thing  was  proposed  on  the  willing  I  may  be,  after  the  heavy  ex- 
Thursday,  and  done  on  the  Saturdays  aniination  which  that  witness  has  gone 
that  was  her  positive  assertion,  from  through,  w^iich,  I  believe,  many 
the  first  to  the  last ;  and  that  it  was  gentlemen  may  think  with  myself, 
that  led  me  to  state  it.  must  tire  any  gentleman.     I  do  not 

Q.  I  understand  you  to  have  stated,  feel  disposed  to  submit  to  the  same 

that  she  did  not  state  it  to  be  on  the  sort  of  discipline  ;    she  never  did,  tQ 

25th  ?  the  best  of  my  recollection,  give  me 

A.  She  did  not  in  the  first  instance ^  any  other  date  than  that  I  have  men- 

the  Gazette  was  found,  and  the  mo-  tioned — the  christening  of  my  I^ord 

ment  it  was  looked  into,  she  was  so  Chesterfield  ;    and    I    remember  her 

positive  as   to  the  Thursday  and   the  stating,  that  the  thing  was  petilioned 

Saturday,    that    no   doubt   remained  on  the  Thursday,    and  done  on  the 

upon  her  mind.  Saturday  ;  more  than  that  I  really  do 

Q.  Have  you  a  particular  recollec-  not  recollect  on   the   subject.     Any 

tion,  that  it  was  at  last  brought  to  the  question  which  I  can  answer,  I  shy  11 

Thursday,  the  25th  of  July  ?  be  willing  to  answer;   but  I  do  not 

A.  I  have  really  no  further  recollec-  know  hovv  further  to  answer  that.     I 

tion  ;  I  have  no  other  guide.  afterwards  inquired,  and  ascertained, 

Q.  Do  you  remember  that  it  was  when    that    christening   was  }    and, 

the  Thursday  preceding  the  Saturday  from  that  and  the  Gazette,   J   men- 

on  which  the  Gazette  was  published  ?  tioned  the  date,  which  I  tiiought  wai 

A.  I  do  not  know  how  to  make  the  correct ;  whether  it  was  or  noi^  I  caa- 

matter  clearer  j   these  were  the  two  not  state. 

Mr.  Whitbread  spoke  to  order.  He  did  not  think  it  was 
regular  or  usual  for  a  member,  bringing  forward  a  chaige,  to  under « 
go  an  examination  to  disclose  where  and  how  he  received  his  infor- 
mation. 

The  Speaker  observed,  that  it  had  been  determined,  in  more 
instances  than  one,  that  no  member  had  a  right   to  examine  another, 

except  in  9,  committee  of  inquiry.  In  this  case  the  House  was  in  that 

8ituation,  and  it  was  proper  that  aiiy  member^  who  could  give  any 

information, 
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information^  or  throw  any  light  on  the  subject^  should  he  examined  s 
for  instance,  a  member,  iMr.  Biddulph,  had  been  directed  to  at- 
tend in  his  place  this  day,  for  the  purpose  of  being  examined,  and  if 
he  did  not  attend,  the  House  would  consider  it  their  duty  to  send 
for  him. 

Mr.  Canning-^*^  I  wish  to  be  informed  if  the  honourable  gentle- 
man intends  to  answer  the  questions  put  to  him  or  not  ?" — (A  loud 
^ry  of  Chair  !  Chair  I  J 

'  Mr.  Perceval  said  it  was  not  the  intention  of  hi:^  learned  friend 
(the  Aitornev  General)  to  put  questions  to  impeach  the  veracity  of 
the  h.onourabie  member,  hut  for  the  pin-pose  of  comparing  the  com- 
munications which  he  had  received  from  Mrs.  Clarke,  with  the  evi- 
dence which  she  had  given,  with  a  view  to  impeach  her  veracity. 

Mr.  Wardle — "I  do  not  know  how  to  answer — she  never  did 
give  me  any  date  but  that  of  the  Gazette." 

Mr.  Whitbread  thought  that  the  right  honourable  gentleman 
(Mr.  Canning)  was  precipitate  in  putting  the  question  which  he  did 
to  Mr.  Wardle_5  as  he  thought  his  latigue  afibrded  a  claim  for  further 
time. 

The  Attorney  General  resumed  his  examination. 

Q.  Did  you  refer  to  the  Gazette  in  York  that  she  wished  to  go  into  the 

the  presence  of  Mrs.  Clarke  ?  country,  and  that  this  wish  might  be 

A.   (by  Mr.  Wardle)  Not  that  I  re-  gratified  without  any  expence  to  his 

collect.  Royal  IHghness,  as  she  had  received  a 

Q.  Was  it  communicated  to  her  ?  loan  of  200/.  ? 

A.  Not  by  me.  A.  No 3  she  informed  me,  that  she 

Q.  Did  you  take  away  those  papers  told  the  Duke  of  York,  that  she  had 

alluded  to  by  Mrs.  Clarke,  without  her  received  the  200/.  for  the  exchange, 

consent  ?  which  sum  would  be  adequate  to  the 

A.  I    did.     She  did   not  give   her  expence  of  the  excursion, 

assent,  but  I  did  it  in  a  kind  of  jocose  Q.  Did  you  receive  other  informa- 

manner.     She  said  that  they  related  tion  than  from  those  persons  examined 

to   a   friend   of  hers,    Mr.  Donovan,  this  night  ? 

whom  siie  did  not  wish  to  be  touched.  A.  I  did,  from  several  other  per- 

I'here  were  one  or  two  other  letters  of  sons,  as  I  have  already  stated, 

lieht  moment.     I  have  them  now  in  ,^    __     _,^ 

my  possession.  (%  ^^^-  Wilberfokce.) 

Q.  Then  Mrs.  Clarke  had  been  in  Q.  What   did   you   suppose    Mrs. 

the  habit  of  communicating  her  letters  Clarke  meant,  when  she  told  you  that 

to  )'Gu  ?  she  did  not  wish  a  certain  person  to  be 

A.  She  hadj  but  nothing  relative  touched.^  Did  it  imply  that  there  were 

to  this  case.  persons  to  be  touched  ? 

Q,  Were  they  relative  to  the  Duke  A.  I   believe  that  she  meant  only 

of  York  .^     A.  No.  what  she  expressed. 

Q.  To  whom  then  ?  Q.  Had  Mrs.   Clarke  made  parti? 

A,  To  Donovan.  cular  applications  to  you  for  the  papers 

that  you  carried  away  ? 

{By  Mr.  Canning.)  A_  She  did,  and  seemed  angry  that 

Q.  Did  Mrs.  Clarke  ever  state  to  I  had  not  given  them  up,  as  they  con- 

Tcu   that  she  informed  the  Duke  of  tained  charges  against  Donovan. 

a.  Was 
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Q.  Was  the  conversation  you  had  on 
Saturday  with  Mrs.  Clarke  that  alluded 
to  by  her  as  the  only  conversation  on 
the  subject? 

A.  I^o;  the  conversation  was  subse- 
quent to  my  motion. 

fBv  Mr.  Croker.^ 

Q.  Did  you  see  Mrs.  Clarke  yester- 
day ? 


A.  I  did,  late  last  nio^ht  in  her  draw= 


She  had  company, 
had  no  conversation  with  her. 


mg-roora. 


and  I 


(By  Mr.  Canning.) 

Q.  Did  you  understand  that  the  ap° 
plication  was  made  to  Mrs.  Clarke  on  a 
Thursday,  and  that  the  exchange  waa 
gazetted  on  a  Saturday  ? 

A.  I  understood  her  soi 


Mr.  Canning  here  observed  that  this  was  impossible,  as  he  held 
the  Gazette  in  his  hand,  in  which  the  exchange  was  gazetted  on 
Tuesday. 

Mr.  Wardle  answered,  that  was  a  blunder  of  hers,  and  the  only 
one  he  had  known  her  to  make. 


(By  Mr.  Ceoker.) 

Q.  Were  you  at  ?^Irs.  Clarke's  any 
time  yesterday  prior  to  nine  o'clock  at 
night  ? 

A.  Yes ;  I  was  there  yesterday  morn" 
ing,  but  did  not  see  Mrs.  Clark ;  she 
was  out ;  I  waited  some  time  in  expec- 
tation of  her  return. 

(By  Mr.  Wilberforce' ^oMr* 
Adam.) 

Q.  Do  you  know  that  the  annuity 
was  ever  paid  to  Mrs.  Clarke,  and  lor 
what  length  of  time  ? 

A.  I  know  nothing  about  the  pay- 
meot  of  the  annuity. 

Q.  You  stated  that  the  annuity  was  to 
be  continued  as  long  as  the  lady's  conduct 
was  correct,  I  wish  to  know  what  you 
mean  by  correct  ? 

A.  I  understood  that  she  should  be 
correct  in  pecuniary  alFairs,  not  to  make 
use  of  his  Royal  Highness's  name  to 
raise  money,  and  to  bring  it  into  disgrace 
and  discredit ;  I  did  not  at  that  time 
think  she  was  concerned  in  any  thing 
similar  to  the  present  business. 

(By  Mr.  Beresford.) 

Q.  I  wish  to  know  what  you  mean  by 
raising  money  ? 

A.  I  mean  that  she  should  not,  on  the 

credit  of  the  Duke  of  Yojk,   borrow 

money,  and  leave  a  doubt  on  his  ho- 

N©.   2. 


nour  whether  he  should  pay  it,  or  make 
it  liable  that  his  name  and  her's  shoul 
come  in  contact  with  each  other. 

Colonel  Gordon  examined  by  the 
Attorney  General  ? 

Q.  Do  you  hold  any  office  under  his 
Majesty's  Government  ? 

A.  Yes;  I  am  raihtary  and  public 
secretary  to  the  Commander  in  Chief. 

Q.  Do  promotions  and  exchanges  pass 
through  your  office  ?     A.  Yes. 

Q.  Do  all  documents  relative  to  ex- 
changes go  under  your  inspection  ? 

A.  Undoubtedly.  I  make  inquiries 
into  their  veracity,  and  report  the  re- 
sult, without  fail,  to  the  Commander  in 
Chief. 

Q.  When  an  exchange  takes  place, 
do  not  you  make  a  minute  of  it  ? 

A.  I  do;  when  it  is  approved  of  by 
the  Commander  in  Chief,  it  is  sent  to 
his  Majesty;  if  it  meet  his  approbation, 
to  tbe  secretary  of  war's  office,  to  have 
the  names  filled  up  in  the  commission. 

Q.  Are  the  commissions  always 
signed  by  his  Majesty  before  gazet- 
ted ? 

A.  No ;  tthe  notification  in  the  Ga- 
zette is  a  previous  step  to  making  out 
the  commission. 

Q.  When  did  the  exchange  of  Lieu- 
tenant Colonels  Knight  and  Brook  re- 
ceive the  approbation  of  the  Com- 
mander in  Chief? 

A.  On  the  23d  of  July,  1805. 
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Q.  You  refer  to  some  document  in  Q.  Wwo       recommended       Colonels 

your  hand;  is  it  one  made  in  your  of-  Knight  and  Brook  for  the  exchange  ? 

fice  ?  A.  This    paper,    with    your    permis- 

A.  Yes;  it  is  invariably  the  custom.  sion,  I  will  read;  it  Mill  speak  for  it- 

Q.  Do  you  keep   records  of  promo-  self, 
tions  aad  exchanges  ?     A.  Yes. 

Colonel  Gordon  r.'ad,  and  then  delivered  in  aletter,  from  Messrs. 
Greenwood  and  Cox,  to  himseii^  dated  Craig's-Court,  July  1,  1S05.' 

BROOK'S   SERVICES. 

Cornet 8  Dns 29  June 93 

Lieut 83  F 7  Oct 93 

Capt.  Ind.  Co 14  Dec 93 

96 - 25  Mar 94 

M;ij 13  Dec VA 

Placed  on  half-pay Mar 9S 

Bt.  Lt.  Col 1  Jan 1800 

Maj 48 24  May 1804 

Cancelled 9  June 1804 

Maj 36- b  Jan 1805 


"^^  23  Juli/  05 
H.  R.  II.  does  no:^}  approve  of  this  exchange. 

*'  C.L. 

*'  cannot  he  acceded  to,  H.  R.  H.  does  not  approve  of  the 
ixchange  proposed, 

"  Sir, 

*'  By  direction  of  General  Norton,  we  have  the  honour  to  inclose 
a  form,  signed  by  Brevet  Lieutenant  Colonel  Brook  of  the  56th 
regiment,  to  exchange  with  Brevet  Lieutenant  Colonel  Knight  of 
5th  Dragoon  Guards,  together  with  a  copy  of  a  letter  from  Lieu- 
tenant Colonel  Knight,  stating,  that  he  is  satisfied  with  the  security 
given  for  payment  of  the  regulated  difference  between  the  value 
of  the  two  commissions  ;  and  being  informed  the  counterpart  of  the 
exchange  has  been  sent  in  through  the  agents  of  the  5th  Dragoon 
Guards,  you  will  be  pleased  to  submit  the  same  to  Field  Marshal  his 
Royal  Highness  the  Duke  of  York. 

We  have  the  honour  to  be, 

Sir, 
Your  most  obedient,  humble  servant. 
Greenwood  and  Cox. 
Graig's-Court,  1st  July,  1805. 
Lt.  Colonel  Gordon, 
&c.  &c.  &c. 

[The  words  in  Italics  are  in  pencil-marks  in  the  original.] 


<'  I  beg 
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*'  I  beg  you  will  be  pleased  to  obtain  for  me  his  Majesty's  per- 
mission to  exchange  with  Brevet Lt.  Col.  Knight  of  the  5th  Dragoon 
Guards. 

'^  In  case  his  majesty  shallbe  graciously  pleased  to  pern"^it  me  to 
make  the  said  exchange,  I  do  hereby  declare  and  certify,  ii;3on  the 
word  and  hononrof  an  officer,  and  an  gentlenian*  that  I  wils  not, 
either  now,  or  at  any  future  time,  give,  by  any  means  or  in  any 
shape  whatever,  directly  or  indirectly,  any  more  than  the  regulated 
difference. 

I  have  the  honour  to  be, 
Sir, 
Your  most  obedient,  and  most  humble  servant, 

VV.  Broo'  e, 
Bt.  Lt.  Col.  &  Major  56  ft. 
To  the  Colonel^  or  Commanding  Officer, 
of  the  56th  Regimcmt.  . 
1  approve  of  the  above  exchange,  and  I  verily  believe,  no  clan- 
destine bargain  subsists  between  the  partie-^  concerned. 

C.  Norton,  Colonel. 

Q.  Is  it  your  course  to  inquire  into  Q.  Was  there  any   delay  after  the 

the  merits  of  tlie  applicants  ?  first  application. 

A.  Yes;  and  when  I  ascertain  thera,  A.  There  ^vas ;  it  was  stopped;  for 
to  report  them  to  the  Cc-mmander  in  on  my  e-'errin;:  to  tlje  service  o*^  corn- 
Chief,  manding  oflicers,  I    fpur.a   Lienifiiant 

Q.  If    the    Commander     in    Chief  Colonel  Brook  had  been  se%  en  years  on 

draws  a  ditferent  conclusion  from  you,  the  half-pay  lift.     J  thought   it  ntjss- 

is  it  usual  for  him  to  explain   his   rea-  sarytomake  some  inquiry  into  hia  ser- 

sons  ?  vices  :  I  had  doubts  of  his  !>eing-  elif^'i- 

A.  If  he  did  not,  I  ^^oaid  take  the  ble  to  the  situation  of  a  m^jor  of  ca- 

liberty  of  inquirin*^  what  they  were,  valry.     I   enquired,    and    was  satisfied 

Q.  Was  it  }our  approbation  of  this  that  he  waseliw'ible,  and  entitled  to  the 

exchange  that  led  to  the  result?  exchange;  aid  it  was  from  my  report 

A.  I  have  no  doubt  of  it.  that  tue  Commander  in  Chief  assented 

Q.  M  as  it  from  the  report  made  by  to  ii. 

you  ?  Q.  Are  you  quite  sure  that  there  was 

A.  Undoubtedly  so.  no  difficulty  o.r  rub  on  the  part  of  Co- 

Q.  Have  you  any  doubt  that  his  Roy-  lonel  Knight. 

al  Highness  gave  his  approbation  from  A.   [  am  perfectly  sure  ;  if  the  House 

the  report  made  by  you  ?  will  permit  me,  I   will  read  my  answer 

A.  1  cannot  doubt  it  for  a  moment,  to  Colonel  Knight  upon  this  subject. 

Colonel  Gordon  read,  and  then  deUvered  in,  a  letter  from  himself 
to  Colonel  Knight,  dated  the  21st  June,  1803. 

Horse  Guards,  21  st  June,  1805. 

*'  Sir,  ■  '  ■ 

*'  Having  laid  before  the  Commander  in  Chief  your  letter  of  the 
19th  instant,  I  am  directed  to  acquaint  you,  that  his  Royal  High- 
ness has  no  objection  to  your  exchanging  to  the  Infantry,  receiving 
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the  difference  ;  and  when  an  eligible  successor  can  be  recommended, 
your  request  will  be  taken  to  in  consideration. 

I  am,  &c. 
(Signed)  J.  W.  Gordon." 

Bti  Lt.  Col  Knight, 
5  Dgn.  Gds. 

Q.  Did  you    perceive  any  thinff    in  ..^f     .                 ^                          , . 

this  transaction   that  distinguished    it  (r-^<^  Attornet  General  m«wi.) 

from  any  other  ?                                        ,  Q.  Did    the    Comrnander    in    Chief 

A.  Certainly  not.                                    '  ever  say  to  you   that    either  Colonel 

Knight  or  Brooke  was  a  bad  subject  ? 

(■By  Mr,  Adam.)  A.  I    am  confident   not;    his  Royal 

Q.  Do  you  know    of   any  instance  Highness  is  not  in   the  liabit  of  using 

T^-here  the  Duke  of  York  interfered  to  such  language;  and  if  he  did  it  must 

expedite  any  promotion  out  of  the  or-  have  made  an  impression  on  me. 

dinary  course  of  the  office  ?  Q.  Did  any  louder  delay  take  place 

A.  I  never  knew  him  to  interfere.  than  was  necessary  for  the  inquiry  ? 

Q.  Does  it  rot  take  a  longer  time  to  A.  CertainJ}  not.  Colonel  Knight's 
inquire,  when  an  officer  has  been  on  application  was  made  on  the  1st  of 
half-pay  for  alergth  of  time,  than  if  he  July  i  the  Commander  in  Chief  assent- 
were  iu  av':ti:al  service  ?  ed  to  the  exchange  on  the  23d ;  on  the 

A.  No;  I  am  in  the  habit  of  seeing,  24th  it  was  sent  to  his  Majesty  for  his 

daily,  from  £0  to  30  officers,  and  con-  approbation,  and   on  the  30th  of  the 

versing  with  them,   from  vrhom  I  gain  same  month  it  was  gazetted, 
infcrri^aiion  without  their  knowing  my 
intention. 

Colonel  Gordon  was  ordered  to  withdraw. 

Mr.  Percival  said,  that  if  there  were  any  witnesses  to  be  re- 
examined, he  hoped  the  further  investigation  would  be  adjourned  to 
Fridr.y,  as  to-morrow  was  appointed  for  the  second  reading  of  the 
bill,  authorising  the  militia  to  volunteer  into  the  army;  and  he  also 
thought  the  hon.  gentleman  (Mr.  Wardie)  might  give  notice  of 
the  next  charge  he  wished  to  be  investigated,  as  the  present  one 
could  not  occupy  much  time  on  Fridav. 

Mr.  Wardle  said,  it  was  impossible  for  him  then  to  give  notice, 
as  what  he  intended  next  to   introduce  for  their  consideration,  de- 
pended,   in  a  great  measure,  on  the  evideijce  of  Captain  Huxley 
Sanden,  w^ho  had  not  yet  arrived  in  this  country. 

Mr.  Adam  deprecated  the  conduct  of  the  hon.  gentleman,  in 
having  stated  charges  so  injurious  to  the  Duke  of  York,  without  the 
witnesses  to  substantiate  them  being  in  the  country.  He  conceived 
that  his  Royal  Higlmess  had  been  unfairly  dealt  with. 

Mr.  Wardle  then  gave  notice,  that  on  Friday  he  would  bring 
forward  the  charge  relative  to  Captain  Mali ng.  The  Committee 
then  rose  and  reported  progress,  and  asked  leave  to  sit  again  on 
Friday. 

The  minutes  of  the  evidence  were  brought  up  and  ordered  to  be 
printed. 

Adjourned  at  half-past  two  o'clock* 

SECOND 
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SECOND  DAY, 


FRIDAY^    FEBRUARY    3,     1809. 


Mr.  Wardle  resumed  his  motion  of  last  nigbt,  relative  to  the 
production  of  books  from  the  office  of  his  Royal  Highness  the 
Duke  of  York,  which,  with  the  exception  of  the  latter  part,  was 


agreed  to 


The  House  then  resolved  itself  into  a  Committee  of  the  whole 
Hobse,  Mr.  Wharton  in  the  Chair. 

Mr  VVardle,  then  desired  leave  to-^orrect  the  evidence  he  had 
given. 


[I  ^ish  to  state,  that  It  was  on  Mon- 
day morniriE^  I  waited  a  considerable 
ti'T^e  at  T>irs.  Clarke's  house.  On  the 
Tuesday  niorning  I  did  see  her,  as  well 
as  on  the  Tuesday  evening.] 
Mr.  Wardle  interrogated  hy  Mr. 
Perceval. 

Q.  You  were  at  Mrs.  Clarke's  as  you 
state,  on  the  Tuesday  morning  ? 

A.  Yes. 

Q.  And  saw  Mrs.  Clarke  ?     A.  Yes. 

Q,  Was  Mrs.  Clarke  at  liome  when 
you  called  ? 

A.  1  believe  she  was  up  stairs. 

Q.  How  long  might  you  be  at  her 
house  before  you  saw  her  ? 

A.  I  do  not  think  very  long.  A  short 
time. 

Q.  How^  long  did  yon  stay  there  ? 

A.  I  cannot  speak  very  correctly  ;  it 
is  impossible  for  me  to  say  exactly ; 
perhaps  half  an  hour  or  thereabouts.  I 
believe  I  was  in  my  carriage  ;  but  I  am 
not  certain. 

Q.  You  came  therein  your  carriage  ? 

A.  I  think  so;  b'jit  I  am  not  very 
positive.  1  have  been  so  constantly  in 
♦he  habit  of  going  there,  that  it  is  im- 


possible for  me  to  say ;    but  I  rather 
think  I  vvas  in  my  carriage. 

Q.  Do  you  recollect  how  long  you 
were  there  ? 

A.  Upon  my  word  I  do  not,  or  else 
I  would  answer  most  fully  ;  but  to  say 
positively  that  I  can  name  a  time,  it 
really  is  not  in  my  power. 

Q.  At  what  hour  of  the  day  did  you 
go  there  ? 

A.  Upon  my  word  I  cannot  exactly 
say ;  I  think  the  first  time  I  saw  Mrs. 
Clarke  on  Tuesday,  was  early  in  the 
morning. 

Q.  About  what  time  ? 

A.  Upon  ray  word  I  do  not  know  the 
hour ;  but  I  remember  going  down  in 
her..carriage  with  her  to  the  end  of  ths 
King's  Road. 

Q.  On  the  Tuesday  morning  ? 

A.  Yes,  on  the  Tuesday  morning. 

Q.  You  called  upon  her  in  the  morn- 
A.  Yes. 

Q.  At  what  time  in  the  morning  did 
you  call  upon  her  first  ? 

A.  It  was  after  breakfast :  I  should 
think  about  eleven  or  twelve  o'clock. 
I  do  not  speak  positively. 

Q.  Wa« 


ing? 
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Q.  Was  it  at  that  time  that  you  call- 
ed upon  her  in  your  carriage? 

A.  No,  it  was  not ;  1  thiiik  I  walked 
there. 

Q.  Hov/  long  did  you  stay  with  her 
cm  that  occasion  when  you  called  there, 
having  walked  tlicre  ? 

A.  To  the  best  of  my  recollection, 
there  were  a  parcel  of  workmen  put- 
ting up  looking-glasses,   and  things  of 
that  kind, in  the  house:  audldonotthink 
I   was  there  more  than  a  short  time. 

Q.  Half  an  hour  ? 

A.  Upon  my  word  I  cannot  say;  if 
it  is  of  any  consequence,  I  will  endea- 
vour to  recollect.  I  rather  think,  to 
the  best  of  ray  recollection,  but  I  speak 
without  certainty  to  these  points,  that 
her  carriaae  w  a^  at  the  door  1  am  not 
certain. 

Q.  Did  you  go  out  with  her  in  her 
carriage  ?    A.  I  did. 
'    Q.  On  that  morning  ? 

A.  Yes,  as  far  as  the  bar  at  the  bot- 
tom of  the  Ring's  Road. 

Q.  Did}oa  call  upon  her,afterwards 
in  your  carriage  on  that  day  ? 

A.  I  think  I  did  in  my  carriage.  I 
called  upon  her  that  day. 

Q.  At  what  time  did  you  call  upon 
her  in  your  carriage  ? 

A.  I  really  cannot  exactly  say ;  I 
should  think  it  might  have  been  three 
o'clock.  I  do  not  speak  to  an  hour, 
but,  as  far  as  I  can  recollect,  that  was 
the  time.  It  has  since  occurred  to  me 
where  I  had  been  ;  I  had  taken  a  long 
walk,  and  returned  and  went  to  her 
house  in  my  carriasre. 

Q.  Did  you  see  her  when  you  call- 
ed in  your  carriage  ?     A.  I  did. 

Q.  She  was  at  home  then  ? 

A.  I  think  she  was  up  stairs,  and 
came  down  soon. 

Q.  Then  Mis.  Clarke  saw  you  the 
second  time  ? 

A.  .She  saw  me  the  second  time. 

Q.  Do  you  recollect  how  long  you 
staid  with  her  the  second  time  ? 

A.  I  do  not  think  long ;  I  should 
think  about  half  an  hour  :  I  do  not 
know  whether  it  was  so  much.  I  can- 
not be  i)Ositive  as  to  the  time. 

Q.  Tiien  I  understand  you  to  have 
said,  that  you  saw  her  a  third  time  in 
the  evening  ? 

A.  As  I  have  before  stated,  I  saw  her 
at  niijht  in  her  drawingc-room,  with 
some  company,  for  a  very  short  time. 


Q.  You  called  upon  her  the  morn- 
ing before;  the  Monday  ?     A.  1  did. 

Q.  Mrs.  Clarke  was  not  at  home 
then  ? 

A.  She  was  not  at  home  ;  and  I  was 
under  a  mistake  on  the  former  night, 
in  supposing  that  what  occurred  on  the 
Tuesday,  had  happened  on  the  Mon- 
day. 

U.  Did  you  see  her  at  all  on  the 
Monday  ? 

A.  As  I  was  coming  away,  having 
waited  about  two  hours,  she  came  in 
after  drivmg  about  in  town. 

Q.  Did  }ou  stay  any  time  after  she 
came  in  ? 

A.  No,  I  did  not ;  I  came  away  im- 
mediately. 

Q.  Then  both  on  the  Monday  and  on 
the  Tuesday  you  had  seen  her  in  the 
course  of  the  morning  ? 

A.  As  I  have  slated,  I  saw  her  for 
a  very  short  time,  just  as  she  came  in 
on  the  Monday. 

Q.  On  the  Tuesday,  had  you  any 
conversation  with  her  on  the  subject  of 
these  charges? 

A.  1  do  not  recollect  that  I  had  ;  po- 
sitively no  pointed  conversation  at 
all.     \ 

Q.  Did  Mrs.  Clarke  first  mention 
this  subject  of  the  charges  against  his 
Royal  Highness  the  Duke  of  York  to 
yon,  or  did  you  first  mention  it  to  her  ? 

A.  1  fancy  in  the  first  instance  I  ask- 
ed her  questions  res,  ecting  them. 

Q.  Do  you  recollect  from  whom  you 
first  derived  vour  information  on  this 
subject  ? 

A.  To  say  from  whom  is  totally  im- 
possible. 1  could  not,  with  propriety, 
state  many  of  the  names. 

Q.  Have  you  received  the  informa- 
tion from  Mr.  Finnerty  ? 

A.  I  never  received  any  inforFnation 
from  Mr.  Finnerty  in  my  life  upon  this 
subject.  Within  these  few  days  he 
"spoke  to  me,  but  not  any  information 
respecting  these  charges.  1  did  not  know 
Mr.  Finnerty,  and  as  to  his  giving  rae 
any  information,  he  never  did.  With- 
in these  few  days,  Mr.  Finnerty  spoke  to 
me  respecting  Dr.  Thynne;  1  believe 
the  very  day  before  Dr.  Thynne  was 
examined.  I  think  it  necessary  to  add, 
that  when  Major  Hogan's  pamphlet 
was  published,  on  seeing  the  matter 
held  out  there,  of  information  being 
ready  to  be  given  to  any  member  of 
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parliament  who  asked  for  it,  I  wrote  a  Q.  When  was  it  that  you  saw  Mr. 
letter  addressed  to  Major  Ilogan,  and,  Flnnerty,  in  consequence  of  your  let- 
in  consequence  of  that  letter,  1  had  an  tor  to  Major  Hogan  ;  was  it  before  or 
interview  with  Mr.  Finnerty.  I  put  after  the  communication  respecting  Dr. 
some  questions  to  Mr.  Finnerty,    and  Thynne  ? 

I  found,  or  at  least,  I  had  every  rea-         A.  The     communication     respectinor 

son   to  believe,  that   he  hiid  not   any  Dr.  Thynne  occurred  in  this   lobby,  or 

information   at  all  upon  the   subject;  near  it :  I  believe  the  night  Dr.  Thynne 

and  none  did  he  give  me.     I  never  had  gave  his  evidence.     It  was  some  month* 

any   information    whatever  from  Mr.  ago   when  I  applied  by  letter,  perhaps 

Finnerty  that  led  to  any  charge  which  a  month  after  tlie  publication  of  Major 

I  have  made.     I  never,  to  my   know-  Hogan's  pamplilet. 
ledge,   saw  Mr.    Finnerty    in   my   life 

till  he    came,  in    consequence  of  my  {Bjy  Mr.  S.  Bourne.) 

letter  to  Major  Hogan,  and  then  I  had 

not  any  information  from  him,  which         Q.  Was  the  day,  on  which  you  now 

led  to  the  charges  I  have  made.  recollect    to   have    seen    ?vlrs.     Clarke 

_     _^     ,_  ^  three  times,    the  day  before  your  last 

(By  Mr.  Yorke.)  .  examination  ? 

Q.  It  appears  to  me  there  is  an   en-  A.  I  have  before  stated,  that  I   was 

tire  contradiction  in  some  of  the  last  led  to   believe,  that  what  occurred  on. 

questions    and    answers.     The    witness  the    Tuesday    had    happened    on    the 

first  says  he  had  no  acquaintance,  nor  Monday  ;  as  soon  as  I  got  home  from 

ever  saw  Mr.    Finnerty,    till  the  very  this  House,    I    made  some   enquiries, 

day   Dr.    Thynne  was    examined,    and  that  set  m.e  to  rights  on  that  subject, 

afterwards  he  says  that  he  had  a  com-  and   I   took    the  earliest    opportunity 

munication    with  that  man,  in  conse-  yesterday  of   communicating,    in    this 

queace  of  a  letter    he  wrote  to  Major  House,  my  raibtakc  to  the  right  hon. 

Hogan,  but  he  got  no  information  from  gentleman    the   Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 

him  on  this  subject.     I  wish  to  know  chequer,    and  to    the  right  hon.  gen- 

which  of  these  statements  is  correct  ?  tleman  the  Speaker. 

A.  I  only  mean  to  declare,  that  I  Q.  Are  you  certain,  that  the  day  on 
never   to  my  knowledge  saw  Finnerty  which  you  now  recollect  to  have  seen 
in  my  life,  until  he  came  to  me  in  con-  PJrs.  Clarke  three  times,  was  the  day- 
sequence  of  my  letter  to  Major  Ho-  before  your  last  examination  ? 
gan.  A.  Yes,  it  was  on  Tuesday  last. 

Mr.  Beresford  was  about  to  put  a  question,  when  an  hon. 
member  on  the  opposite  side  observed,  that  in  his  opmion,  the 
present  was  not  a  proper  time  for  examining  the  hon.  Colonel ; 
more  especially  as  other  witnesses  had  been  ordered  to  attend. 

Mr.  Beresford  replied,  that  as  the  hon.  Colonel  himself  had 
risen  to  correct  the  statement  he  made  on  a  former  night,  it  was 
upon  that  point  he  would  wish  to  ask  him  some  questions  that  grew 
out  of  the  preceding  ones.  He  then  asked,  \/hat  communication 
did  Finnerty  make  to  you  as  to  Dr.  Thynne  ? 

Lord  Folkstone  said,  this  had  nothing  to  to  do  with  any  of  the 
charges.  Dr.  Thynne  had  been  called  as  a  witness  at  the  bar,  and 
therefore,  he  should  think  such  a  question  totally  irrevelant. 

Mr.  Perceval  wished  to  set  himself  right  with  the  House  on 
this  subject.  The  view  he  had  in  putting  those  questions  was 
this  :  the  manner  in  which  the  hon.  Colonel  had  answered  ques- 
tions on  a  former  night,  shewed  that  he  had,  to  a  certain  degree, 
contradicted  Mrs.   Clarke's  testimony ;  as   she  had  stated  her  not 
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having  seen  that  gentleman  on  Tuesday,  she  not  having  been  at 
home  that  day.  That  hen.  gentleman  had  then  said,  he  had  seen 
her  in  the  evening,  which  coiUVrtdicted  her  ;  and  now  he  had  come 
v^'ith  a  greater  recollection,  and  stated,  that  he  had  seen  her  once 
In  the  morning,  he  having  made  a  mistake  in  confounding  Tues- 
day with  Monday.  He,  however,  thought  enougn  of  evidence 
was  produced- on  that  point,  and  the  most  correct  node  would  now 
be  to  proceed  farther  in  the  investigation  of  the  buoiness,  by  ex- 
amining other  witnesses. 

(Mr.  Adam,  examined  by  the  At-  or  of  the  year,  upon  tliat  letter,  but  it 

TORNEY  General.)  will  appear,  that  that   of  the    1 9th  of 

Q.  Have    you   the  letters   to  which  June,     1S08,    v»a5   the    first,   and   that 

you  referred  on  a  former  evening  ?  dated  Saturday,  was  the  second  letter. 

A.  I  wish  to  state  that  I  have  a  let-  When  these  letters  were  the  subject  of 
ter  dated  Sunday  morning,  June  I9th,  examination  on  a  former  evening,  I 
Tvithui'.t  a.ry  date;  it  is  indorsed  in  my  wished  to  be  possessed  of  them,  in  or- 
hand-writing,  June  iQth,  1808.  I  der  to  have  produced  them.  I  had  it 
have  another  letter,  dated  Saturday  not  in  my  po^'er  to  produce  them  then, 
morning,  without  any  day  of  the  not  supposing  that  such  a  subject 
month  ;  I  have  not,  I  observe,  put  any  would  be  alluded  to  ;  I  have  now  pro- 
indorsement  of  the  day  of  the  month  duced  them. 

[The  following  letters  were  read  by  the  Clei'k.] 

''  Sir, 
^' On    the   nth   of   May,    180G,    you    waited   on   me,   by   the 
desire  of  his  Royal  Highness  the  Dnke  of  York,  to   state    his   H. 
R.  H-'s  intention  of  allowing  me  an  annuity  of  400/.  per  annum. 
H.  R.  H.   by  his  promise,  is  now  indebted  to  me   500/.      I  have 
written  repeatedly,  but  of  no    avail.     H.  R.  H.'s  conduct  towards 
me,  has  been  so  devoid   of  principle,    feeling,   and   honour;  and 
as  his  promises  are  not  to  be  depended  on,  though  even  given  by 
you,  I  have  come  to  the  determination    of  making  my  intentions 
known  to  you,   for  the  consideration  of   H.   R.  H.; — and  thus  it 
is : — I  solicit  H.  R.  H.    to   make  the  annuity  secure  for  my   life, 
and  to  pay  me  the  arrears  immediately,  as  my  necessaries  are  very 
pressing — (this  he  knows.)     If  H.  R.  H.  refuses  to  do  this,   I  have 
no  other  mode  for  my  immediate   wants,  than  to  publish  every^  cir- 
cumstance ever  communicated  to  me  by  H.  R,  H.  and  every  thing 
which  has  come    under   my  knowledge  during  our  intimacy,    with 
all  his  letters  :  those  thincfs  amount   to  somethino-  serious  :  he  is 
more  withm   my  power  than    may  be   imagined.     Yet  I   wish  for 
H.  R.  H.'s  sake  and  my  own,  that  he  will  make  my  request  good, 
as  I  know  full  well  I  should  suffer  much  in  exposing  him  in  my  own 
mind;  yet,  before  I  do  any  thing  publicly^,  \    will  send  to   every 
one  of  his  H.  R.  H.'s  family,  a  copy  of  what  I  mean  to  publish.  Had 
H.  R.  H.  only  have  been  a  little   punctual,  this  request  had  never 
been  made.  One  thing  move  :  should  H.  R.  H.  throw  up  his  protec- 
tion to  my  bo}^,  (for  I  thank  him  much  for  the  past)  I  hope  he  will 
place  him  on  the  foundation  of  the  Charter-house,  or  any  other 
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public  school  :  the  child  is  not  accountable  for  rny  conduct.  You 
will  please  then,  Sir,  to  state  this  connmunication  to  the  Duke  of 
York;  and,  on  Wednesda}',  I  will  send  to  your  house,  to  know 
what  may  be  H.  R.  H.'s  intention  ;  which  you  will  please  to  signify 
by  a  letter  to 

*'  Your  most  obedient, 
*'  humble  Servant, 
*'  Siuuiaj/  Morning,  June  19.  *«  M.  A.  Clarke." 

**  His  Royal  Highness  must  feel,  that  his  conduct  on  a  late  affair 
deserves  all  this  from  me,  and  more. 
*^  William  Adam,  Esq,  Bloomshury  Square^ 
"  Private:'' 

.  Indorsed  Mrs.  Clark, 
19 th  June,  180S. 

*Ml,  Holies  Street,  Cavendish  Senary 
''  Sir, 

'^  On  Wednesday,  finding  there  was  not  any  answer  to  mj 
lelter,  I  am  led  to  enquire,  H.  R.  H.  the  Duke  of  York,  thinks 
proper  not  to  make  good  his  promise  given  by  you,  and  that  you 
encourage  him  in  it. 

*'  I  have  employed  mysoif  since,  in  committing  to  paper  every 
circumstance  within  my  recollection  during  the  intimacy  of  H.  R, 
H.  and  myself.  The  fifty  or  sixty  letters  of  H.  R.  H.  will  give 
weight  and  truth  to  the  whole.  On  Tuesday  I  have  promised  to  give 
these  up,  if  I  hear  nothing  further  after  this  last  notice  ;  and  when 
once  given  out  of  my  own  possession,  it  v^ill  be  impossible  to  recal. 
It  is  to  gentlemen,  and  not  any  publisher,  they  will  be  committed; 
and  those  gentlemen  are  just  as  obstinate  as  his  Royal  Highness, 
and  more  independent:  they  are  acquaintances  of  your's ;  and  to 
relieve  my  wants,  in  pique  to  others,  will  do  what  the  Duke  will 
not :  however,  he  has  it  all  within  his  own  power,  and  so  he  may 
act  as  he  pleases. 

''  I  am.  Sir, 

*' Your  most  obedient, 

<'M.A.  Clarke." 
"  Saturday  Morning. 
^*  William  Adam,  Esq.  Bloomshury  Square:' 

Q.  Were  those  the  two  letters  that  traj  any  apprehension  to  you  as  to  anj 

the  witness  alluded  to  in  her  exaraina-  thing  which  the  witness  could  communi- 

*^on  ?  cate  respecting  his  Royal  Highness  ? 

A.    They  must   have  been  the  two  A.  ^iever  at  any  time,  or  on  any  oc- 

letters  that  she  alluded  to,    because  I  casion. 

am  confident  I  never  received  any  Q.  Did  you  communicate  the  con- 
other  letter  from  the  witness,  unless  tents  of  these  letters  to  his  Hoyal  High- 
that  I  received  a  very  short  note  of  a  ness  ?     A,  1  did. 

few  lines;  1  rather  think  I  did,  but  I  Q.  Did  you  shew  the  letters  them- 

am  not  possessed  of  that.  selves,   or   state   the  full  conteats  of 

Q.  Did  his  Koyal  Highness  ever  be-  them  i 
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A.  I  shewed  the  letters  themselves,  there  was  any  thing;  that  could  be  pub" 

and  his  Koval  Highness  perused  them  lished  ag^ainst  him  ? 
in  my  presence.  A.  I  cannot  be  precise  to  the  "vrordg 

Q.  After  you  had  communicated  "which  his  Royal  Highness  might  have 
those  letters  to  his  Royal  Highness,  and  used;  but  I  can  say  t^ith  confidence, 
shewn  thera  to  him,  did  he  betray  the  that  his  Royal  Highness  expressed 
slightest  apprdiension  of  any  thing  the  himself  as  not  at  all  apprehensive  re- 
witness  had  in  her  pov/er  to  communi-  specting  any  thing  which  could  be 
eate  ?  publisht^d.     I   wish  to   state,   that  the 

A.  Not  the  sitditest.  boy  referred  to   in    Mrs.  Clarke's  let- 

{By  another  jMembeit.)  ter   is   not    any  boy  of  the   Duke  of 

Q.  Did  his  Royal  Highness  deny  that  York's. 

Mn.  Fuller  began  to  put  a  question,  in  his  usnal  manner,  to  the. 
Bon.  Colonel,  whom  he  was  pleased  sarcastically  to  style  "  the  ac- 
cuser" in  this  business ;  but  the  House  would  not  hear  him. 

The  Attorney-General  then  said,  he  was  about  to  call  Mr. 
Few  as  a  witness,  for  the  purpose  of  discrediting  the  testimony  of 
Mrs.  Clarke,  who  had  said,  on  the  former  night,  that  she  had  never 
represented  herself  to  any  tradesman  as  a  widow. 

Mr.  Beresford — "  This  lady,  Mrs.  Clarke,  went  through  a 
very  long  examination  ;  and  it  would  certainly  be  no  difficult  mat- 
ter to  discredit  her  testimony^,  and  to  shew  that  this  woman  was  to- 
tally unworthy  of  belief.  1  never  felt  more  pain  than  in  hearing, 
in  the  House  of  Commons,  a  witness  of  that  character  examined, 
and  that  too  upon  the  subject  of  the  Royal  Family,  which  must 
ever  be  one  most  unpleasant  to  all.  There  is,  1  think,  an  obvious 
,way  of  commg  to  the  discredit  of  what  she  stated  as  facts.  The 
evidence  of  ^Ir.  Knight  was  so  directly  in  contradiction  to  her, 
that  I  hope  no  gentleman  would  wish  to  be  wounded  with  further 
inquiries  as  to  the  private  amours  of  his  Royal  Highness.  I  be- 
lieve every  man  must  alrt^ady  think  her  unwortliy  of  belief,  and  it 
would  b''  but  a  disagreeable  thing  to  hare  such  a  matter  farther  in- 
quired into.  I  appeal  to  the  House,  if  such  an  investigation  as 
this  is  not  degraciing  to  the  House  of  Commons  r  and  submit  to 
them,  whether  it  be  necessary  to  go  into  the  history  of  this  infa- 
mous woman,  for  so  I  must  call  her  r" 

Mr.  Adam — **  I  could  not  have  been  aware  of  the  circumstance 
which  has  reached  me  since  I  answered  the  question  put  to  me 
this  evening,  viz.  that  any  person  could  suppose  that  the  passage 
in  the  first  letter  read,  related  to  any  child  of  the  Duke  ;  I  beg  leave, 
therefore,  to  explain  the  passage  to  which  I  allude,  and  to  state, 
that  this  boy  is  not  a  child  of  the  Duke,  but  a  child  that  had  long 
been  under  the  protection  of  his  Hoyal  Highness." 

Mr.  Fuller — ''  I  do  wish  th.at  the  examination  should  be  com- 
pletely gone  into.  Whatever  particulars  may  transpire,  the  illus- 
trious character  concerned  deties  it  all ;  and  I  therefore  think  it 
should  be  probed  to  the  bottom.  It  appears  to  be  the  foulest  con- 
spiracy that  ever  was  aimed  at  the  son  of  the  crown.*' 

Mi?.  Beresford — ^*  I  was  only  pointing  givt,  that  the  line  of 
evidence  now  proposed  is  unnecessary,"' 
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Mr.  Fuller — '*  Let  us  go  on  ;  it  is  tlie  safest  way, 

Mr  Perceval — *'  I  do  not  wonder  that  the  hon.  gentleman  (Mr. 
Beresford)  should  have  so  expressed  himself,  as  it  must  undoubt- 
edly be  a  most  unpleasant  discussion  ;  but  I  apprehend  it  is  a  most 
important  duty  we  have  to  discharge,  and  that  we  must  not  shrinlc 
because  it  is  grating  to  our  feelings.  If  I  were  called  upon  to  give 
an  opinion,  as  far  as  the  evidence  has  gone,  I  should  think  that 
the  testimony  of  tliis  woman,  contradicted  as  it  already  is,  is  not 
such  evidence  as  we  could  safely  rely  upon  ;  but  can  we  be  sure  the 
same  impression  has  taken  place  in  the  mind  of  his  Royal  Highness  ? 
Can  we  believe  Mrs.  Clarke,  when  she  represented  herself  as  a  wi- 
dow, and  had  no  sooner  got  credit,  than  she  turned  round  on  her 
creditor,  and  declared  herself  a  married  woman  ?  Is  this  not  evi- 
dence proper  to  be  brought  to  the  bar  ?  I  understand  there  is  ano- 
ther important  fact ;  she  stated  she  was  married  to  a  gentleman, 
who  never  carried  on  any  business,  but  we  can  bring  a  ^vitness  to 
shew,  that  she  did  live  with  Clarke  whilst  he  was  carrying  on  the 
business  of  a  mason,  and  had  three  children  by  him.  I  maintain 
that  such  a  piece  of  evidence  should  be  given  for  the  satisfaction 
of  the  House,  and  therefore  the  enquiry  should  take  its  full  course. 
There  is  no  doubt  that  the  whole  corpus  delecti  rests  on  ?>Irs.  Clarke  : 
but  whether  his  Royal  Highness  was  acquainted  with  the  circum- 
stance that  money  was  given  in  the  manner  she  described,  is  the 
question  which  the  House  has  to  determine.  Tins  being  so,  then  I 
must  say,  that  the  whole  case  would  be  defective,  were  we  not  to 
shew  that  the  credit  of  that  woman  ought  not  to  be  relied  on  in  the 
least  degree." 

The  Attorney-General  gave  his  opinion  at  considerable 
length,  concurring  entirely  with  vrhat  Mr,  Perceval  had  stated. 

Sir  Francis  Burdett — ^'  The  hon.  gentleman  opposite  seems  to 
suppose  that  the  minds  of  all  tliis  House  are  made  up  on  this  busi- 
ness. I  can  assure  the  House,  that  I  feel  it  to  be  as  unpleasant  a 
subject  as  ever  was  brought  forward,  but  I  must  still  do  my  duty  to 
the  public.  I  do  notthmk  that  it  v;as  relevant  or  proper  to  call  wit- 
nesses to  contradict  another  in  this  early  stage  of  the  business,  and 
before  we  had  time  to  read  the  testimony  already  adduced  ;  it  is 
therefore  proper  that  the  hon.  gentleman  who  made  this  cbarga 
should  be  allowed,  in  the  first  place,  to  conclude  his  prosecutian.'* 

Mr.  Perceval — "  Probablj^  the  hon.  Baronet  was  not  present 
at  the  close  of  the  former  night's  proceedings,  otherwise  he  would 
have  known  that  the  hon.  Colonel  had  closed  the  whole  of  his  evi- 
dence on  this  particular  charge,  and  that  we  had  examined  Colonel 
Gordon,  Mr.  Adam,  and  the  prnsticutor  himself,  to  refute  the  evi- 
dence in  support  of  it ;  we  are,  therefore,  closing  a  defence  of  that 
charc^e," 

I'he  Attorney-General  then  desired  Mr.  Few,  the  witness  to 
whom  he  had  alluded,  to  be  called  ;  but;ie  was  not  found  in  attend- 
ance. He  stated,  that  lie  supposed  this  to  originate  from  that  wit- 
ness not  having  been  summoned  for  this  day.    It  was  probaole  Mr, 
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Few  would  3^et  come,  but  in  the  mean  time  he  would  proceed  with 
the  examination  of  another  witness,  namely, 

(Mu.  LuDOwicK  Orramin.) 

Previous  to  this  witness  being  examined,  the  Attorney-Gene- 
ral stated  the  purport  of  his  evidence.  Mrs.  Ciurke,  in  her  testi- 
mony, had  stated,  that  the  note  or  notes  she  had  received  from 
Mr.  Knight  were  seen  by  his  Royal  Highness,  because  she  sent  his 
servant,  who  was  in  the  house  in  Gloucester-place,  for  the  purpose 
of  getting  change;  now  it  would  be  shewn  by  this  w  tness,  that 
there  was  but  one  servant  at  that  house  belonging  to  his  Ro^'ai 
Highness,  and  that  he  never  did  go  out  for  char.ge.  The  witness 
was  then  interrogated  by  the  learned  gentleman. 

Q.  In  whose  service  are  you  ?  Q.  What  was  the  sln^c  occasion  on 

A.  His  Royal  Highness  the  Duke  of  which  you  saw  Mrs.  Clarke  ? 

York's.  A.  A  prompt  raessa>i,e  1  received  to 

Q.  How  lon^  have  you  been  in  his  take  a  favourite    dog    of   his    Ro3aI 

Hoyal  Highness's  service  }  Highness's,  for  Mrs.  Ciarke  to  see. 

A.    Eighteen  years  next  September.  Q.  Was  his  Royal  Highness  there  at 

Q.  Have  you  been  constantly  in  his  that  time  ?     A.  No. 

Royal   Highness's  service  during   that  Q-  Are  you  sure  that  you  never  saw 

period?     A.  Yes.  Mrs.  Clarke  at  any  other  time  but  that 

Q.  Do  you  remember  when  his  Royal  at  Gloucester-place  ? 

Highness  used  to  visit  Mrs.  Clarke  in  A.  Not  at  Gloucester-place. 

Gloucester-place  ?  Q.  Were   you  ever  directed,  either 

A.  Yes.  by  Mrs.  Clarke,  or  by  his  Royal  High- 

Q.    Did  any,  and  which  of  his  Royal  ness,  to   carry  out  from    Gloucester- 

Highness's  servants,  ever  use  to  attend  place  a  bank  note  to  be  changed  ? 

his  Royal  Highness  there?  A.  No. 

A.  None  but  myself.  Q.  Did  you  ever  carry  out  a  bank 

Q,.  In  what  capacity  do   you  serve  note    from     Gloucester-place     to    be 

his  Royal  Highness  ?  changed  ?     A.  No. 

A.  As  footman.  Q.    Are  you  quite   certain    of  that 

Q.  At  what  time  in  the  day  did  you  fact  ?     A,  Yes. 
use  to  go  to  his  Royal  Highness  ? 

A.  Sometimes  at  eight  o'clock  in  the 

morning.     I  never  went  to  his  Royal  (^By  Mr.  Wardle.) 
Highness  in  the  day. 

Q.  For  what  purpose  did  you  use  to  Q.  Upon  what  ground  do  you  assert 

go  to  him  ?  that  no  other  servant  of  the  Dike  of 

A.  To  take  his  clothes.  York's  ever  went  to  Gloucester-place  ? 

Q.  Did  you  ever   see  Mrs,    Clarke  A.  Because  I  had  an  order  from  his 

there?     A.  Once.  Royal  Highness,  that   I  was  to  bring 

Q.    During    how  long  a  time  were  those  things,  and  no  other  servant  j  and 

you  in  the  habit  of  goin^  to  his  Royal  no  other  dared  to  do  it. 

Highness  at  Gloucester- place  ?  Q.  Do  you  assert,  from  your  own 

A»  From  the  year  1804  to  1806.  knowledge,  that  no  other  servant  of  the 

Q.  Are  you  sure  that  no  other  of  his  Duke  of   York's  ever  went  to   Glou- 

Royal  Highness's  servants,  but  your-  cesler-place  ?     A.  Yes. 

self,  went  to  hixu  there  ?  Q.  Can  }  ou  speak  to  your  own  know^ 

A.  Yes.  ledge,    that   no  other  servant,  except 

Q.  Were  you  there  very  frequently  yourself,  ever  took  a  letter  from  the 

during  that  time  ?  Duke  of  York  to  Gloucester-place  to 

A.  Yes.  Mrs.  Clarke ,' 

A.  None 
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A,  None  but  me. 

Q.  Hovy  maiiv  mcn-scrvants  ■were 
there  in  Gloucester-place  ? 

.\.  1  do  not  know. 

Q.  v^Ulte,  as  nearly  as  you  can,  how 
many  men-servants  \^ere  there  ? 

A.  T'lere  were  someliuies  Uvo  in 
g-cnera!.  1  never  saw  more  than  two 
livery  servants. 

Q.  How  many  servants  out  of  li- 
very ?     A.  One. 

U.  Vvhat  was  he  J 

A.  Butler. 

Q.  Was  there  no  other  servant  out 
of  liver V  ?     A.  Xo. 

Q.  Was  there  a  man-cook  ? 

A-  I  do  not  know  that  ever  there 
was. 

Q.  How  often  were  you  in  the  ha- 
bits of  carrying-  letters  to  Gloucester- 
place  ? 

A.  Very  seldom. 

Q.  Xo  other  servant  of  the  D'uke'.s 
ever  did  carry  them,  to  your  know- 
ledge ? 

A.  No,  not  to  mv  knowledtre. 

Q.  Do  you  know  of  any  other  per- 
son who  took  those  letters  ? 

A.  No,  1  do  not. 

Q.  Did  you  carry  any  letters  from 
the  Duke,  Itiat  were  sent  from  the 
Horse  CJuards  to  Gloucester-place? 

A.  Yes,  some  1  did. 

Q.  A  great  many  ?     A.  No. 

Q.  You  stated,  that  you  never  saw 
Mrs.  Clarke  but  once  at  Gloucester- 
place  in  your  life? 

A.  No,  I  never  did. 

Q.  To  whoin  did  you  deliver  these 
letters  which  you  took  ? 

A.  Mos.My  to  the  housekeeper. 

Q.  What  was  her  name  ? 

A.  P'avoriie. 

Q.  What  was  the  butler's  name  ? 

A.  I  do  not  know  ;  1  believe  to  the 
best  of  my  recollection,  it  was  Pierce, 
one  of  ll>em  ;  the  name  of  the  last  I 
do  not  know. 


{B^  Sir  Francis  Bujidett.) 

Q.  Did  you  ever  see  Mrs.  Clarke 
Any  where  else  but  at  Gloucester-place  ? 

A.  Tvsice. 

Q.  Where? 

A,  I  met  her  opposite  Somerset- 
kcusc. 


Q.  W^alking  in  the  street  ? 

A.  Walking  in  the  street. 

Q,  'f  hrce  times  only  have  you  seei* 
Mrs.  Chrke  in  your  Jiie  '( 

A.  Only  three  time.». 

Q,  Have  you  had  any  intercourse 
with  any  one,  previous  to  your  conn- 
ing to  this  bar,  respecting  tiie  evi- 
dence you  have  given  this  night  ? 

A.  His  Royal  Highness  asked  m-:-, 
if  ever  I  did  receive  a  note  from  hi:a 
or  Mrs.  Clarke. 

Q.  Had  you  any  intercourse  wii!i 
any  other  person  besides  his  Hoy  ii 
Highness  previous  to  your  giving  your 
testimony  this  night  ? 

A.  I  was  asked  the  same  question 
bv  Mr.  Adam. 

Q.  Had  you  any  intercourse  of  the 
same  kind  with  any  other  person  ? 

A.  Mr.  Wilkinson,  and  Mr.  Low- 
ten. 

Q.  Who  is  Mr.  Wilkhison  ? 

A.  A  gentleman  v/ith  Mr.  Lowten. 

Q.  Have  you  had  any  other  inlor- 
coursc  with  any  other  person,  respcv'- 
ing  the  testimony  you  were  to  give  ul 
this  bur  ? 

A.  No. 


(Bj/  the  Attorvey  General.) 

Q.  Were  the  servants  you  speak  of 
as  being  at  (lioucester-placc,  Mis. 
t'larkc's  servants  ? 

A.  To  the  best  of  ray  knovileu^^e 
they  v>ere. 

■J 

U.  Are  you  a  foreigner?     A.  Yes. 

Q.  Do  y<iJi  know  that  Hiey  were  not 
the  Duke  of  York's  servants? 

A.  To  the  best  of  my  recollectio::, 
I  believe  they  were  not  the  Duke  i.i 
York's  servants. 

Q.  .Were  the  directions  from  tl^ 
Duke  of  York  to  you,  that  no  one  h.i 
yourself  should  go  to  his  Royal  High- 
ness, at  Gloucesiei"-p!ace  ? 

A.  I  had  his  Royal  Highness's  ;;;- 
structions,  that  nobody,  it  a  let. .  .- 
came,  was  to  go  with  it  but  myself. 

Q.  When  his  Royal  Highness  askc.l 
yoii,  wlicther  you  had  ever  carried  a. 
bank-note  to  chan're  from.  G»ouces:t.  - 
place,  what  answer  did  you  give  in:;,  t 

A.  I  told  him,  I  ceruinly  did  x.  X 
recollect  that  ever  I  carried  any  n  :.j 
Avhatever  to  be  cbansed, 

Q.  Caa 


D' 


Q,  Can  you  now  lake  upon  yourself, 
upon  recollection,  to  state  that  you 
never  did  ? 

A.  Yes,  I  can. 

Q.  Did  you  give  the  same  ans^rer  to 
Mr.  Lowten,  and  to  the  other  persons 
who  asked  you?     A.  I  did. 


(By  ?.Ir.  Wardle.) 

Q.  Are  you  certain  that  the  Duke 
of  York  never  went  in  his  carriage  to 
Gloucester-place  ? 

A.  He  certainly  never  did. 

Q.  Nor  on  horseback  ? 

A,  As  far  as  I  know,  he  never  did. 

Q.  Repeat,  as  nearly  as  you  can, 
every  thing  that  passed  between  Mr. 
Adam,  Mr.  Lowten,  Mr.  Wilkinson, 
and  yourself,  upon  this  subject. 

A.  Mr.  Adam  asked  me,  if  I  was  in 
the  habit  of  going  to  his  lioyal  Higlu 


ness's  occasionally,  and  I  answered 
yes;  and  then  Mr.  Adam  asked  rac 
if  ever  I  recollected  receiving  a  note, 
either  from  Mrs.  Clarke  or  his  Koyall 
Highness,  I  said  I  never  did;  upon  | 
which  Mr.  Adam  sent  me  to  Mr. 
Lowten  and  Mr.  Wilkinson.  Mr. 
Wilkinson  asked  me  ray  naiue  again, 
and  how  long  I  had  been  with  his 
Royal  Highness,  and  then  asked  me 
concerning  these  notes,  if  I  ever 
changed  any  note  for  Mrs.  Clarke  or 
his  Royal  Highness,  of  that  descrip- 
tion, there;  1  answered  no.  That  is, 
as  nearly  as  I  can  recollect,  what 
passed. 

Q.  Has  the  Duke  no  valet  de  chara- 
bre  that  ever  went  to  him  at  fjlou- 
cester-place,  either  at  night   or  in  th^ 


morning  ? 
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A.  To  my  recollection,  his  Royal 
Highness  had  no  valet  that  ever  went 
to  Gloucesler-placc» 


The  witness  was  directed  to  withdraw. 

Mr.  Wardlk  wished  to  call  another  evidence  or  two  on  matters 
arising  out  of  this  examination;  but  this  not  being  admitted,  he 
begged  to  put  a  question  to  Mr.  Adam. 


3Ir.  ADA>r,  txamined  by  Ma. 
Wardlv.. 

Q.  Having  stated  that  you  have  ser- 
ved his  Royal  Highness  the  Duke  of 
York  gratuitously,  may  I  bealloTvedto 
ask,  have  you  a  son  in  th.e  army  ? 

A.  I  have,  he  is  a  lieutrnant-coloncl 
of  the  2 1  st  regiment  of  foot. 

Q.  At  what  age  was  he  made  lieu- 
tenaut-coloncl  ? 

A.  1  will  answer  that  question.  But 
as  I  have  received  a  letter,  which  I 
will  prese-ntly  read  to  the  House,  they 
will  see  the  necessity  of  my  ansv.ering 
that  question,  by  stating  the  intro- 
diic'tion  of  that  person,  and  the  pro- 
g^ress  he  made  in  the  army.  {Hear  ! 
Jtlear '.)  General  Sir  Charles  Stewart, 
^ho  was  a  friend  of  my  early  life,  ask- 
ed me  if  any  of  my  fi\e  sous  had  a  dis- 
position or  inclination  for  the  an?.y. 
J  told  him  that  there  was  one  of  them, 
then  fourteen  or  fifteen  years  old,  who 
1  thought  had  a  strong  tendency  that 
way.  He  said,  you  know  my  friend- 
ship for  you, .  and  the  rules  of  the 
•ervice  pemiit  my  making  him  aa  en- 


sign. He  gave  him  the  commission 
of  ensign  ;  his  regiment  was  in  Ca- 
nada, and  the  young  person  never 
joined  it,  but  was  sent  by  me  imme- 
diately to  M'^oolwich,  to  receive  a 
military  education  regularly  ;  and  as 
I  am  asked  a  question  of  this  sort,  and 
know  its  tem-^ncy,  from  the  letter  I 
have  in  my  pocket,  I  do  not  think  it 
unbecoming  ui  me  to  state,  of  so  near 
and  so  dear  a  relation,  that  he  dis- 
tinguished himself  extremely  in  hi« 
progress  at  Woolwich.  {Hear  !  Hear  /) 
He  received  a  second  commission  of 
lieutenant  from  General  ^ir  Charles 
Stewart,  equally  .Tatuitously  with  my 
services  to  the  Duke  of  York.  When 
Sir  Ralph  .Mjercrombie,  whom  I  liUc- 
wise  had  the  honour  to  call  my  inti- 
mate iViend,  was  about  to  go  out  to 
the  Heid<^T,  he  went  under  him  at  the 
age  of  sixteen  as  a  volunteer.  The 
House  will  pardon  me,  for  i'.  is  imp  is- 
siblc  for  me  not  to  'eei  upo'.'  this  sub- 
ject;  1  mi;st  state  his  merits.  That 
youth  landed  in  a  hot  fi»c,  .!ud  he  be- 
haved   so    as    to  receive  tha  thanks 

of 
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cf  erery  body  aronnd  hiiw.  he  re- 
mained actively  enga;^cii  ia  every 
engagement  durin*  t\v.\t  expedition ; 
he  had  the  command  of  such  a  siib- 
divisioii  of  men  a.s  a  lieutenant  com- 
mands, Tviid  thr-y  were  cf  those  troops 
that  were  raised  as  volunteers  from 
the  militia ;  they  were  raw  to  servit-e, 
they  required  much  manai^ement,  and 
yet  he  contrived  to  conduct  them  weil. 
VVhen  he  returned  to  this  country,  be 
received  from  his  Royal  Highness  the 
Duke  of  York,  without  any  solicita- 
tion whatever  on  my  part,  so  help  me 
God,  a  commission  in  his  oun  regi- 
ment, the  Coldslreara,  having  paved 
the  way  to  mako  him  a  lieutenant  in 
his  oMii  regiment,  by  giving  him  a 
commission  in  one  of  the  regiments 
that  was  raised  Just  after  the  affair  of 
the  Ilelder.  I  do  not  recollect  I  he 
particular  circumstances,  but  it  will 
be  easy  to  get  them  at  the  war-office, 
if  that  i;  necessary.  He  remained  in 
the  Coldstream  regiment  at  home  un- 
til the  expedition  to  Egypt,  when  he 
went  again  under  Sir  Ralph  Aber- 
cronabie,  where  lie  was  accompanied 
by  his  friend  at  Woolwich,  who  had 
made  a  similar  progress  with  himself, 
the  son  of  Sir  John  Warren,  who  was 
killed  by  his  side.  He  Avas  one  of 
those  who  landed  with  the  Guards  in 
the  illustrioufi  landins:  commanded  hv 
Sir  Ralph  Abercrombie,  and   covered 


by  Lord  Keith.  I  hare  the  happine«« 
to  say,  that  he  distinguisiied  himself 
equally  upon  that  o^c'\.'>ion.  When  he 
retursed  home,  the  Duke  of  York, 
ao-aln  e;ratuilously  transferred  hira  to 
his  own  regiment,  with  the  rank  of 
major ;  and  he  rose,  as  a  matter  of 
course,  at  the  age,  I  believe,  of  not 
quite  twenty-one,  to  the  rank  of  lieu- 
tenant-colonel in  the  second  battalion 
of  his  own  regiment.  When  Colonel 
Wilson  went  abroad  with  General 
Maitland,  Colonel  Wilson  intimafed 
to  me,  that  it  woidd  vacate  his  lieu- 
tenant-colonelcy ;  and  the  only  time  1 
ever  mentioned  his  name  to  the  Duke 
of  York  was  to  mention  that  fact,  and 
to  leave  it  to  his  Hoyal  Highness  to 
do  as  he  thought  fit :  his  Royal  High- 
ness put  hira  in  the  tirst  battalion  :  and 
I  have  the  liappiness  to  think,  that  he 
has  been  a  constant  credit  to  his  coun-* 
try,  and  has  commanded  as  well,  from 
the  moment  he  vias  appointed  lieu- 
tenant-colonel, as  any  one  in  the  ser- 
vice ;  and  I  desire  general  officers  ia 
the  service  to  speak  to  that.  If  Gene- 
ral Moore  were  alive,  he  could  do  Jt. 
(Hear!  Hear!)  I  now  beg  leave  to 
read  this  letter,  which  I  should  have 
co!isidered  a  mere  Irifie,  if  it  wer« 
not  for  this  question,  and  [.-ut  it  into 
my  pocket,  and  probably  into  the  fire: 
'tis  written  ia  red  ink.  {Readt 
Read  /) 


it 


''  Sir, 
Your  character  was  once  respected,  but  that  is  now  all  over; 
your  shifting  in  the  House  of  Commons,  respecting  the  Duke  of 
York's  amours,  would  entitle  any  other  man  to  be  dubbed  a  pimp  ; 
your  activity  has  been  rewarded  ;  you  have  got  your  son  to  be  a 
lieutenant-colonel  at  the  age  of  twenty  :  b»'avo  1  go  on  1  induce  the 
House  of  Commons,  if  you  can,  to  decide  that  a  prince  should  not 

be  brought  to  account  for  profligacy  to  his  \w e;  induce  them 

to  resolve,  that  a  prince  need  not  care  for  the  good  opinion  of 
tliose  who  pay  hira — if  they  do,  such  principles  cannot  be  esta- 
blished by  the  authority  of  the  Bear-Garden.  Reforna  in  Parlia- 
ment is  wanting  :  it  is  not  when  Hannibal  is  at  the  gate  that  reform 
should  be  thought  of;  it  should  be  adopted  at  once.  I  blush  for 
YOU,  and  the  light  in  which  3'ou  appear  before  the  pubHc.  The 
Dusiness  cf  the  Duke  of  York  is  now  before  the  house,  and  upon 
their  decision  of  that  question  depend^  their  damnation  or  salva* 
tion." 

«  There 


■i. .  ^  .( 


"  There  appears  no  slicna Jure  to  this  letter :  I  read  It  to  el'plain  the  reasorf 
r/hy  I  (lid  "ot  proceed  directly  to  aus^^^er  ihe  honourable  member's  qiiestion, 
and  I  hope  have  satisiied  the  House." 

Mr.  Ellison — *'  I  reg^ret  that  a  letter  of  this  nature  should 
have  been  produced  at  all ;  iris  au  anonymous  attack  ;  and,  as  such, 
is  too  contemptible  to  be  brought  under  the  notice  of  Parliament. 
T  am  sure  I  feel  much  for  the  honourable  g.entleman,  and  pity  him  ; 
but  still  1  do  not  approve  of  the  production  of  such  a  paper  as  that 
which  he  lias  read."" 

IMr.  Adam — "^  I  am  as  unwilling  as  any  one  to  enter  any  pro- 
ccedhig  on  tlie  letter;  but  when  I  was  asked  such  a  question  as 
the  hun.  member  was  pleased  to  put  to  me,  1  think  I  was  bound  in 
justice  to  my  own  character,  to  give  a  full  explanation,  and  the 
production  of  the  letter  was  essential  to  it.  If  the  hon.  gentleman 
had  considered  my  feelings,  lie  would  not  have  objected  to  me  that 
I  brought  this  letter  before  them;  he  would  have  seen  and  admitted 
its  necessity." 

Mr.  Klltson — "  I  was  of  opinion  that  I  had  been  sufficiently 
jvuarded  in  what  I  said,  to  avoid  ''ivino:  ^^'iv  offence  to  the  hon. 
gentleman  ;  and  1  must  still  think  that  such  a  nameless  production 
was  beneath  the  attention  of  Parliament." 

Mr.  Fuller — '*  I  d^  not  think  that  the  letter  which  has  been 
read,  should  only  be  consideretl  as  an  anonymous  one;  it  con* 
tained  a  threat  to  a  member  of  Parliament.  This  should  be  made 
a  general  matter.  If  the  iion.  gentleman  opposite  acted  right — 
f  Order!  Order! J — instead  of  disapproving  the  production  of  the 
letter,  he  would  recommend  a  reward  of  500/.  to  detect  the  writer.''* 
(Order!  Order f  Chair!  Chair! J. 

ISIr.  I.yttleton — ''  I  am  sorry  to  be  obliged  to  call  the  atten- 
tion of  the  house  to  a  question  of  order.  What  has  fallen  from 
tlie  hon.  gentleman  opposite,  touching  the  spirit  and  feeling  of  an 
lion,  gentleman  near  me,  is  altogether  out  of  order.  If  threaten- 
;"ne  letters  are  not  to  be  tolerated,  neither  is  a  threatening^  manner. 
fa  laugh  J.  I  would  wish  that  the  letter,  and  tlie  question  that  led 
to  it,  should  be  altogether  expunged,  agreeing  as  I  do  with  the 
hon.  gentleman  near  me,  that  it  should  not  appear  upon  the  minutes 
of  the  House." 

Mr.  Fuller  rose  amid  a  cryof  Order!  and  was  obliged  to  sit  down. 

The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer — "  I  do  not  believe  that 
any  individual  is  of  opinion  rliat  the  letter  should  be  inserted  in  thci 
minutes,  but  I  have  every  objection  to  expunging  the  evidence." 

IvIr.  Ellison  assented  to  this  opinion. 

Mr.  SiiKRiDAx — "  1  think  the  letter  ought  to  be  expunged. 
I  wish  to  ki^.ow  i^the  short-hand  writer  has  given  the  words  *'  have 
yon  a  son  in  the  armv  r  '  as  the  whole  of  the  question  proposed  by 
my  hon.  frierif!  r  fFes.J  This  point  is  extremely  material,  for  the 
short-hand  writer  has  been  mistaken  (I  am  sure  not  willingly)  in  the 
OQiissiop  of  the  sentence  with  which  my  hon.  friend  prefaced  his 

question. 
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^uesUon.  The  question,  as  piU  by  liim,  was,  "As  you  stated  on 
a  former  night  that  yon  served  the  Duke  of  York  gratuitously, 
allow  me  to  ask  if  you  have  a  son  in  the  army?"  Now  tlie  infer- 
ence to  be  drawn  from  'the  question  standing  thus  is,  that  it  was 
meant  to  impeaeh  tlie  testimony  of  the  witness,  and  prove,  that 
though  he  was  not  remunerated  hy  a  salary,  he  was  remunerated 
by  the  prom(Jtion  of  his  soii." 

Mr.  Waudle. — ''  My  right  hon.  friend  has  stated  correctly  the 
manner  in  whicii  [  prefaced  my  question,  but  has  mistaken  the 
intention  with  which  I  put  it.  I  declare  that  1  had  no  view  what- 
ever of  impeaching  the  hon.  gentleman's  testimony;  but  as  every 
thing  that  fell  from  him  on  this  business  had  great  weight,  from 
the  circumstance  of  his  being  gratuitously  concerned  for  the  Duke, 
i  wished  to  collect,  by  this  question,  that  some  circumstances  ex- 
isted Vv'hich  rendered  him  not  so  entireiy  free  from  bias." 

Mr.  Fuller  rose  a2,ain,  amidst  a  crv  of  Order!  and  was 
©blio-ed  to  sit  down. 


SECOND  CHARGE. 

Mr.  Wardle  then  rose  to  state  his  second  charge.— ^^  In  call- 
ing the  attention  of  the  House  to  this  charge,  I  wish  to  be  under- 
stood as  acquitting  the  gentleman,  whose  promotion  I  complain 
of,  irom  any  impropriety  whatsoever.  I  am  sure  he  is  an  honor- 
able and  deserving  man.  1  think  1  can  prove  to  you  that  Captain 
Maling  was  appointed  to  a  commission  in  November,  :80(i,  and 
promoted  to  a  company  in  1807,  though  the  regular  period  that 
should  intervene  betv»'een  the  tir^t  appointmeni  and  the  company, 
is  above  two  years.  Now,  wjint  I  complain  of  is,  that  such  a  sys- 
tem must  injure  tlie  service,  as  it  must  have  a  tendency  to  disgust 
subalterns.  1  can  make  it  appear  that  there  are  many  who,  after 
various  services,  and  with  al!  the  advantages  of  recommendatioii 
which  tiiat  gentleman  possessed,'  still  remam  to  this  day,  without 
even  being  allowed  to  purchase.  The  gentleman,  whose  promotion 
3'ou  are  now  to  consider,  was  a  clerk  in  Mr.  Greenwood's  office, 
whence  he  was  removed  into  the  army,  i  do  not  mean  to  say;'|^at 
he  was  at  the  office  ever  since  his  appointment.  (Load  cries  of  Hear ! 
from  the  niitiisterud  side.)  I  understand  wiiat  is  meant  by  th.at  cry  ; 
but  if  1  were  guilty  of  any  inaccuracy,  1  hope  I  may  be  allowed  to 
correct  it  upon  farther  consideration  ;  what  I  inteiided  to  say  was, 
that  he  might  be  found  at  the  desk  some  months  after  his  appoint- 
ment."    (Some  mnrmurs.) 

Mr.  Bourne — '^  1  remember  the  charge  of  the  hon.  gentlemrin 
distinctly.  It  stated  not  merely  the  promotion  of  Mr.  Maling 
in  such  a  time,  but  bis  promotion  without  one  hour's  service  ;  we 
are  now  told,  that  the  charge  is  simply  his  promotion,  when  other 
subalterns  were  not  promoted  ;  but  this  Is  a  matter  which  must  al- 
NO.  S.  n  ways 
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ways  be  left  to  the  discretion  of  the  Commander  in  Chief.  I  lament 
that  charges  were  not  stated  distinctly,  and  taken  down,  we  should 
not  then  have  incurred  the  danger  of  being  told  that  we  mistook 
their  nature — (Hear!.  Hear !)— -And  the  meaning  of  the  accuser. 
[  hope  the  House  will  go  into  the  inquiry  how  this  great  promotion 
was  obtained  ;  a  company  in  an  African  corps— a  corps  of  con- 
victs and  deserters." 

Mr.  ^^^biiTLEY  resrarded  the  proceeding  as  the  most  cruel  he 
had  ever  witnessed.  When  a  charge  of  so  serious  a  nature  as  cor- 
ruption was  made  upon  so  high  a  personage,  the  individual  who 
brought  it  forward  should  have  well  ascertained  its  truth.  The 
charge  was  corruption  ;  and  now,  it  seems,  that  Colonel  French, 
whose  testimony  is  essential,  is  absent  in  the  West  Indies.  As  we 
have  come  to  the  charge  at  all,  we  are  bound  to  go  through 
with  it. 

Mr  Croker  stated,  that  he  had  taken  notes  on  the  former 
night,  in  the  case  of  Captain  Maling,  as  he  considered  it  the  most 
serious  of  the  charges;  and  he  recollected  perfectly  this  strong 
expression  of  the  hon.  member,  "  that  Mr.  Maling  was  still  to  be 
found  in  Mr.  Greenwood's  office."  If  the  hon.  gentleman  had 
stated  it  in  the  manner  he  had  to-night,  the  House  would  not  have 
agreed  to  go  into  it.  ,  ,,^  .. 

Colonel  W^ood  corroborated  the  assertions  of  the  hon.  mem- 
ber's, with  respect  to  the  difference  between  the  charge,  as  staled  on 
the  former  night,  and  on  this.  As  stated  now,  it  was,  in  fact,  no 
charge  ;  the  Crown  had  a  right  to  appoint  such  persons  as  it 
pleased  ;  and  if  the  arrangement  as  to  standing  was  observed,  they 
would  have  no  pretence  for  fartiier  inquiry,  it  would  interfere  with 
the  prerogative  of  the  Crown. 

The  Chancellor  of  the  Excheouer  stated,  that  he  wished 
theHonse  togo  into  the  question.  It  might  be  a  matter  for  future  dis- 
cussion^ whether  this  inquiry  had  been  instituted  upon  weak  grounds, 
and  the  time  of  the  House  occupied  unnecessarily  ?~(/^/t^r///  Hear!) 
— A  chari>-e  had  been  brau2,ht  aa;ainst  his  Roval  Hiuhness,  and 
thouffli  the  hon.  member  v.  ho  had  made  the  charge  had  denied  it 
himself,  he  would  rather  ihatit  should  be  denied  by  witnesses  pro- 
ducked  at  the  bar. 

Mr.  Ward LE  said,  that  if,  in  the  heat  of  the  moment,  he  had 
gone  anv  length  beyond  the  charge  which  he  had  stated  this  night, 
he  was  ready  to  acknovvledge  that  he  had  gone  farther  than  the 
notes  in  his  iiand  could  justify.  Never,  from  the  first  to  the  last, 
did  he  tliink  of  extending  it  so  far,  nor  of  attaching  .my  im[)ro- 
priety  to  the  conduct  of  the  gentleman  who  was  pioinotcd.  He 
had  known  that  he  was  acting  some  time  in  Ireland.  He  did  not 
wish  to  create  any  delay  to  the  Committee,  and  was  willing  to  adopt 
any  line  they  thought  proper.     (Cri/  of  Go  on!  go  on .'") 

*Mr.  Den'nis  Browne  wished,  before  they  went  into  the  in- 
quiry, to  ask  the  hon.  gentleman  a  question  :  Did  he  deny  that  he 
liad  made  use  of  the  words  that  had  been  quoted^  or  was  he  vvillin'^ 

to  relinquish  them  from  better  inforoaation  r 

Mr 
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Mr.  Waudle  said,  that  lie  had  obtained  no  better  information 
since;  what  he  had  stated  upon  the  former  night  was,  that  for 
some  time  after  his  appointment  to  the  ensigncy,  he  might  be  seen 
at  Mr.  Greenwood's  oftice.     {J  cry  of  No!  No  !) 

Mr.  Ellison  thought  the  gentleman  was  bound  to  make 
good  his  case,  and  they  were  bound  to  their  constituents  to  pro- 
secute the  inquiry.     (A  cry  of  Go  on!  go  on!) 

[Colonel  Gordon  calkcl  in,  and  examined  hy  Mr.  Wardle.] 

Q.  What  were  the  merits  and  services  that  obtained  Captain  Maling  his  rapid 
promotion,  and  the  gift  of  his  three  commissions  ? 

A.  I  will  state  them  to  the  House.  The  first  recommendation  for  the  en- 
sign's commission  of  Mr.  Maling  I  have  now  in  my  hand, 

[  Colonel^  Gordon   read  the  following  letter  :  ] 


"  London,  20th  Nov.  1805. 
C.  L.  as:reed  to. 


if 


Sir, 


'^  As  I  am  very  anxious  to  have  the  regiment  under  my  com- 
mand  complete,    Ltook  the  liberty  of  submitting  to  his  Royal 

Oct.  1804.        Nov.  1S04. 
Highness  the  names  of  Ensigns  Budd  and  Warren  (the  senior  of 
their  rank  and  of  the  year   1804),  for  two  of  the  vacant  heu te- 
nancies, which  his  Royal  Highness  was  graciously  pleased  to  accede 
to;  T  should  humbly  beg  leave  to  recommend  in  their  succession 

•  Murphy  and  John  Maling,   gents.     They  are  both  very 

promising  young  men,  and  of  the  full  age  prescribed  by  his  Ma- 
jesty's Regulations. 

I  have  the  honour  to  be. 
Sir, 
Your  most  obedient,  and  most  humble  Servant, 

J.  Doyle,  Lt.  General, 
Colonel  B7th." 
*^  Lt.  Colonel  Gordon,  Sec.  &c.  &c. 
Horse  Guards.'^ 


On  the  formation  of  the  Garrison 
Battalions  in  November,  ]806,  when 
the  men  for  limited  service  were  taken 
out  of  the  body  of  the  army,  and 
placed  into  separate  battalions,  it  be- 
came necessary,  of  course,  to  officer 
those  battalions.  Ensign  Maling, 
tlien  with  the  S7th  regiment,  was, 
with  four  ensigns,  selected  for  the 
Fourth  Garrison  Battalion,  then  in 
Guernsey — in  the  same  place  in  which 
ke  was  serving.     Ensign  Maling  was 


the  senior  of  three  of  those  ensigns, 
and  he  was  of  tliat  standing  in  the 
army,  which  entitled  him,  not  only  to 
promotion  in  that  corps,  but  into 
almost  any  other  corps  in  his  Majesty's 
service.  That  will  account  for  his 
promotion  to  a  lieutenancy.  Lieu- 
tenant Maling  joined  the  Garrison 
Battalion  to  which  he  was  appointed, 
and  remained  with  it  a  considerable 
period.  In  August,  1807,  this  letter 
was  written  to  me. 


h2 


Colonel 


60 


[Colonel  Gordon  read  the  following  letter  :  ] 


i( 


Sir, 


''  Jugiist  17/1807, 
Cox  AND  Greenwood. 


(( 


I  have  to  beg  j'on  would  be  pleased  to  lay  before  his  Royal 
Highness  the  Commander  in  Chief,  my  request,  that  Captain 
Charles  Doyle,  of  the  first  garrison  battalion,  may  be  transferred 
to  the  87th  regiment,  in  which  corps  there  is  a  vacaiit  company, 
vice  Edwards  cashiered. 

*^  I  take  the  liberty  to  inclose  a  request  on  the  part  of  Lieutenant 
Malino"  of  the  fourth  garrison  battalion.* 

1  have  the  honour,  Sir, 

to  be  your  obedient  servant, 
C.  W.  Doyle. 
'<  To  Lt.  Col.   Gordon,  U.  Colonel,,  87th, 

&c.  Sec.  8cc."  Commandiiig  Cld  Bat." 


/leutenant  Maling,   of  the  fourth  garrison  battalion,  humbly 
sts  to  be  removed  back  into  the  S7th,  their  beinu^  vacancies 


'^  Li 

request; 

in  that  corps,  and  the  ensigns  who  were  senior  to  him  are  all  pro- 
moted." 

''  August  17,  1807." 


Colcmel  Gordon. — Consequently  he 
could  not  be  an  Aid-de-camp.  The 
statement  of  the  thing  was  considered 
as  sufficient  ;  the  regiment  being  or- 
dered for  embarkation,  theCommander 
in  Chief  would  not  permit  it,  nor  could 
the  officer,  consistently  with  his  own 
honour,  accept  it.  The  next  that  we 
heard  of  Lieutenant  Maling,  now 
Captain  Maiing,  was  on  the  augmen- 
tation of  the  Royal  iVfrican  corps 
from  four  companies  to  six  companies. 
Ill  the  month  of  last  September  it  be- 
came necessary  for  the  Commander  in 
Chief,  to  recommend  to  his  Majesty 
two  officers  to  fill  those  vacant  com- 
panies. Lieutenant  Maling  having 
been  recommended  to  the  notice  of 
the  Commander  in  Chief,  from  the 
paper  now  before  the  House,  he  was 
selected  for  one  of  those  vacant  com- 
panies ;  but  before  he  was  ^o  select- 
ed, I  spoke  to  his  brother,  and  asked 
him  if  he  could  answer,  that  if  his 
brother.  Lieutenant  Maling,  was  ap- 
pointed to  a  company  in  the  African 
corps,  that  he  would  join  that  corps, 
and  go  with  them  instantly  to  Goree  ; 


the  brother  assured  nie  that  he  would 
answer  for  his  doing  so;  in  conse- 
quence of  which  1  submitted  his  name 
to  the  Commander  in  Chief  for  one 
of  those  vacant  companies,  to  which 
he  was  accordingly  appointed.  After 
he  was  appointed,  I  sent  for  Captain 
Maling,  and  repeated  to  him,  as  near- 
ly as  1  can  recollect,  the  very  words 
I  repeated  to  his  brother.  He  ex- 
pressed himself  much  honoured  in  the 
appointment,  ranch  flattered  with  my 
notice;  and  that  he  was  in  readiness 
to  set  off  instantly  to  the  army  dep6t, 
to  which  place  I  believe  he  did  set 
offi  Many  of  the  African  corps  were 
at  that  time  on  board  a  prison-ship. 
When  til  is  prison-ship  became  too 
crowded  to  hold  all  ^e  men  that  it 
was  necessar^f  to  put  inf«  it,  a  detach- 
ment was  sent  to  Castle  Cornet,  in 
the  island  of  Guernsey,  the  only  place 
of  security  to  which  men  of  that  de- 
scription could  be  sent.  Captain 
Maling  went  wiih  it:  and  the  next 
th:it  I  I'lCard  of  Captain  Maling  was 
this  letter,  two  months  and  a  half  af- 
ter he  had  been  ap[M)intctL 

Colonel 
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[Colonel  Gordon  delivered  in  the  following  letter:] 

^*  Guernsey,  2othJuly,  1808. 
"Sir, 

^*  The  Secretary  at  War  having  notified  to  me,  that  I  am  to 
be  allowed  one  Aid-de-Camp  from  the  25th  of  Apiij,  f  beo-  yon 
may  submit  to  his  Royal  Highness  the  Commander  in  Chief  mv 
request  to  be  permitted  to  recommend  Lieutenant  Mahng,  of  the 
S7tii  Regiment 'for  that  situation. 

1  have  the  honor  to  be,  Sir, 

Your  most  obedient,  humble  Servant, 
'^  The  Adjutant  General  of  the  Forces,  John  Fraser 

&c.  &c.  3cc."  M-.  Gy      ^' 

(Copy.)  ''  Horse-Guards,  30th  Jalt/,  ]808. 

*^SlR, 

"  I  have  the  honour  to  acknowledge  the  receipt  of  your  letter 
of  the  25th  inst.  and  to  acquaint  you,  that  the  'id  battahon  of  87th 
Regiment,  to  which  Lieut.  Maling  belongs,  has  been  ordered  to 
be  held  in  readiness  for  immediate  embarkation  for  foreign  service. 

1  have,  Sec. 
(Signed)  Harry  Calvert, 

"  M.  General  J.  Fraser,  8)C.  Sjc,  S^c.  -  A.  G." 

Guernscj/.^' 

'^  Sir,  "  Guernsey,  20fh  Dec.  1808. 

"  I  beg  leave  to  request  permission  of  his  Royal  Highness  the 
Commander  in  Chief,  to  empioy  as  my  Aid-de-Camp,  Capt.  John 
Maling,  of  the  Royal  African  Corps,  who  is  at  present  stationed  in 
this  island  with  part  of  tliat  corps. 

I  have  the  honor  to  be.  Sir, 

Your  most  obedient,  humble  servant, 
"  21ie  Adjutant  G eneral  John  Fr a  s  e r,  M .  G /* 

of  the  Forces." 

Lidorsed  :  Dec.  S7M. 

"  There  was  a  very  large  proportion  of  these  men  at  the  depot, 
on  board  the  prison-ships,  and  in  other  places  of  confinement ;  and 
of  these,  it  was  reported  that  some  were  men  of  less  bad  condtict 
than  others,  and  might  be  usefully  employed  as  soldiers,  but  that  it 
was  hard  to  keep  them  as  prisoners  for  such  a  length  of  time  as 
might  elapse  before  they  could  possibly  embark  for  Goree.  The 
only  place  for  them  is  Castle  Cornet,  in  Guernsey,  where  their  pre- 
decessors were,  and  where  these  men  may  be  trained  and  formed 
prior  to  embarkation  for  Africa. 

"  Capt.  Maling  is  a  good  young  man,  and  I  should  imagine,  so 
long  as  the  corps  remains  in  guernsey,  there  could  not  be 
any  objection.— -Maj,  Chishohn  left  town  yesterday  for  Guernsey.'* 

* 
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Copy.)  "  Horse-Gnarcj  2Sih  Dec.  1808. 

^*  I  have  had  the  honor  to  lay  before  tno  Commander  in  Chief, 
your  letter  of  the  20th  instant;  and  am  uireMed  lo  acquaint  you, 
that  his  Royal  Highness  approves  of  Cin>iain  John  MaUng  of  the 
Royal  African  Corps,  being  employed  as  your  Aid-de-Camp,  upon 
the  Staff  of  Guernsey,  so  long  as  a  detachment  of  that  corps  re- 
mains in  Quernsey. 

I  have,  &c. 
"  M.  Gen.  Fraser,  &c.  &c.  &c.  H.  Calvert,  A.  G." 

Guemsej/.'^ 

Q.  Can  you  state  upon  your  own  knowledge  that  there  are  many  subalterns 
in  the  army  of  longer  standing,  and  stronger  claims  to  promotion,  than  Capt. 
Majing  possessed,  and  yet  who  are  still  subalterns? 

The  Chancellor  of  the  Excheouer  objecting  to  the  ques- 
tion, the  withess  was  ordered  to  withdraw. 

The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  then  observed,  that  if 
the  House-  were  going  into  any  gcnerai!  inquiry,  for  any  legislative 
purpose;  if  they  were  considering  the  expediency  of  a  reform  in 
the  present  system  of  the  army,  this  question  would  be  applicable  ; 
but  he  denied  that  in  the  present  case  it  could  with  propriety  be  put. 

Sir  F.  Buruett  did  not  know  vrhat  the  charge  was;  he  there- 
fore wished  the  hon.  gentleman  would  state  wherein  the  supposed 
guilt  of  the  transaction  consisted,  that  he  might  judge  of  the  pro- 
priety of  the  question. 

Mr.  Croker  was  of  opinion  that  the  case  was  now  ripe  for  the 
Committee  to  decide  upon. — (J  cry  ofNoy7io!) 

Sir  F.  Burdett  wished  that  the  question  should  be  withdrawn. 

The  Chairman  asked,  whether  the  hon.  gentleman  was  resolved 
to  press  the  question  ?  as,  if  so,  he  should  take  the  sense  of  the 
Committee  upon  it. 

Mr.  Wardle  thought  the  question  necessary  to  his  case;  but 
if  the  right  hon.  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  would  put  it  in 
any  other  way,  so  that  it  answered  the  purpose  he  intended,  he 
would  shape  it  by  his  direction. 

Mr.  Whitbread  considered  that  the  point  for  their  decision 
was,  whether  the  charge  should  be  withdrawn  ^  if  not,  he  thought 
the  question  should  be  admitted. 

-The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  said,  that  he  had  stated 
his  reason  why  the  question  should  not  be  put,  he  would  wish  to 
hear  from  those  who  differed  from  him  why  it  should. 

Mr.  Tierney  said,  that  the  bare  circumstance  of  appointing  an 
officer  in  the  regular  way  could  not  possibly  be  construed  into  a 
crime.  He  agreed  with  the  right  hon.  ge.itleman  opposite  as  to 
the  impropriety  of  the  question;  but,  he  asked,  was  not  the  whole 
transaction  an  impropriety?  As  they  had  gone  into  a  Committee 
on  the  business,  and  adopted  such  a  linv?  of  examination,  he  thought 
they  should  not  refuse  to  put  the  question. 

The  Secretary  at  War  objected  to  putting  the  question. 
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The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchec^uer  said,  thai  the  Hous'C 
must  go  on  with  the  proceeding,  as  they  entered  into  it;  but  still 
they  were  not  hound  to  put  every  question,  without  regard  to  its 
reference  to  the  case.  If  such  a  principle  were  adopted,  where 
would  it  end? 

Mr.  TiERNEY  said,  that  if  this  question  were  refused  to  be 
put,  the  hon.  gentleman  might  refuse  to  put  any  other.  He  thought 
that  such  refusal  would  be  an  injury  to  his  Royal  Highness;  it 
would  enable  people  to  say,  that,  just  at  the  moment  when  the 
pinching  question  was  put  (though  lie  was  far  indeed  from  think- 
ing it  a  pinching  question),  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  inter- 
posed, and  the   investigation  was  defeated. 

Mr.  Canning  confessed  that  he  wished  the  question  could  be 
asked,  but  a  difiiculty  of  this  sort  presented  itself  to  him,  if  it  were 
asked — he  did  not  see  what  was  to  prevent  the  House  from  calling 
in  people  from  the  street,  and  putting  the  very  same  question  to 
them.  It  went  to  require  an  opinion  from  the  witness,  which  was 
no  evidence.  If  the  refusal  would  make  any  such  impression  as  the 
hon.  gentleman  seemed  to  feel.  It  was  certainly  a  great  misfortune, 
but  regard  must  be  had  to  their  proceedings. 

Colonel  Baury  proposed,  that  that  part  of  the  question 
which  respected  merits  should  be  left  out,  and  the  part  only  which 
referred  to  loiiger  standing  retained,  then  it  would  be  a  question  as> 
to  fact,  and  not  a  comparison  of  the  merits  of  different  officers. 

Mr.  Canning  agreed  to  this  proposal. 

Mr.  Bourne  thought  that  the  gentleman  should  be  permitted 
to  withdraw  his  charge,  and  the  House  might  come  to  a  resolution 
that  it  was  compounded. — (A  cry  ofNo^no.) 

Mr.  Perceval  conceived  there  would  be  no  difficulty  in  shap- 
ing the  question,  so  as  to  remove  all  objection,  by  asking  whether 
there  were  any  officers  who  had  served  longer  than  Captain  Maling, 
and  who  had  not  been  provided  for  ?  This  ¥as  agreed  on  ;  and 
Colonel  Gordon  being  again  called  in,  the  question  so  modified 
was  put  to  him. 

A.  Unquestionably,  there  are  a  very  report  to  the  Commander  in  Chief, 
considerc^ble  number.  May  I  explain  that  any  officer  whose  name  is  sub- 
to  the  House:  it  is  the  invariable  mitted  to  his  Royal  Highness  is  a  fit 
practice  of  the  army,  at  least  it  and  "^proper  person,  duly  qualified  in 
has  been  the  invariable  practice  of  all  respects,  as  to  character,  as  to 
the  present  •  Commander  in  Chief,  points  of  service,  and  as  to  his  Ma- 
without  one  single  exception,  that  jesty's  regulations,  for  the  service  into 
no  junior  oflicer  can  be  promoted  which  he  is  so  recommended  ;  that 
over  the  head  of  his  senior,  I  mean  Captain  Maling  is  so,  1  did  certainly 
in  the  regiment  into  which  he  is  conceive;  and  1  do  now  feel,  that  ha 
SQ  promoted  :  but  it  never  has  been  is  not  only  an  honour  to  the  coxm  in 
the  practice  of  the  army,  that  the  pro-  which  he  is  placed,  but  I  do  firmly 
motion  goes  in  a  regular  routine  of  believe  that  he  is  as  promising  an  of- 
seniority  throughout  the  whole  army;  ficeras  any  in  the  ajmy,  and  as  likely 
I  never  heard  of  such  a  practice.  1  to  do  honour  to  his  country, 
beg  further  to  explain  :  1  conceive  it  Q.  Do  you  mean,  that  no  officer  is 
my  particular  duty  to  take  care,  and  promoted  over   the  head   of  another 

wh» 
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TV  ho  is  his  senior;  do  you  mean,  that 
no  officer  is  taken  out  of  one  regiment 
and  put  into  another,  over  the  head  of 
an  officer  of  older  rank  than  himself, 
who  was  ready  to  purchase  in  that  re- 
giment ? 

A.  I  mean  distinctly  this:  If  there 
should  be  a  vacant  company,  for  in- 
stance in  the  5th  regiment  of  foot,  that 
,  any  lieutenant  that  the  Commander 
in  Chief  recommends  for  that  purpose, 
must  be  senior  to  all  the  lieutenants 
of  the  5th. 

Q.  Then  a  major  of  one  regiment 
could  not  be  put  as  lieutenant-colonel 
into  another,  over  the  head  of  a  major 
in  that  regiment  of  senior  date  and 
rank  to  himself? 
■A.  Mosi  undoubtedly  not. 
Q.  Was  not  Colonel  Pigot,  of  a  dra- 
goon regiment,  pronioted  over  the 
head  of  a  senior  major  who  then  was 
in  that  regiment  ? 

A.  I  beg  to  explain,  that,  when  I 
say  this  never  takes  place,  it  is  made 
a  special  instruction  from  the  Com- 
mander in  Chief  to  every  General  Of- 
ficer  commanding,  that  he  invariably 
pursues  the  practice  I  have  pointed 
out,  except  in  such  cases  where  he  can 
give  strong  and  sufficient  reasons  to 
the  contrary.  With  respect  to  Colonel 
Pigot,  I  cannot  venture  to  take  upon 
myself  to  speak  so  decidedly  from 
memory;  but  I  believe  the  hon.  mem- 
ber means  Colonel  Pigot  of  the  2 1st 
Dragoons,  now  at  the  Cape  ;  what  the 
special  circumstances  of  this  appoint- 
ment were,  I  do  not  now  recollect ; 
but  whatever  thev  were,  thev  were 
on  the  special  recommendation  of  the 
lieutenant-general,  and  colonel  of  the 
regiment,  Lieirtenant-General  Tarie- 
ton,  that  r  do  recollect. 

Q.  Do  you  recollect  any  unpleasant 
occurrence  happening  in  consequence 
of  that  appointment  ? 

A.  I  cannot  say  that  1  do. 
Q.  Can  you,  from  your  own  know- 
ledge say,  whether  at  the  time  of 
Lieutenant  Mallng  being  promoted  to 
a  company,  any  recommendations  for 
purchase  from  the  commanding  of- 
fipefs   of  regiments,   of  subalterns   of 
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senior  date  to  Lieutenant  Maling,  were 
before  the  Commander  in  Chief? 

A.    Certainly,   a  great  many;    but 
•this  vacancy  was  not  by  purchase. 

Q.  Were  there  any  recommenda- 
tions.of  senior  subalterns  for  promo- 
tion without  purchase  before  the  Com- 
mander in  Chief? 

A.  It  is  very  likely  that  there  were. 

Q.  Can  you  speak  positively  to 
fact  ?     A.  I  think  I  can. 

Q,  Do  you  think  that  they  were 
to  any  great  number  ? 

A.  The  army  is  so  very  extensive, 
I  cannot  have  any  hesitation  in  saying, 
that  thev  must  have  been  to  a  verv 
great  number. 

Q.  Is  it  not  a  regulation  that  no 
officer  shall  purchase  a  company,  un- 
less he  has  been  tv,'o  years  a  subal- 
tern ? 

A.  It  is  a  regulation  of  the  Army, 
His  Majesty's  regulation,  that  no 
subaltern  can  be  promoted  to  a  com- 
pany, either  by  purchase  or  without, 
under  a  service  of  two  years. 

{By  Mr.  Woutley.) 
Q.  Do  you    command    the  Royal 
African  corps  ?     A.  I  do. 

Q.  State  what  has  been  the  length 
and  nature  of  your  services  in  the 
Army  ? 

A.  I  have  served  His  Majesty  very 
nearly  for   twenty-six   years  ;    for  the 
last  twenty-four  of  which  I  have  been 
employed  in  every  part  of  the  world 
(the  East   indies  excepted)  where  His 
Majesty's  troops  have  been  stationed, 
and  with    very  little  intermission.      I 
have  been  four  times  to  the  W^est  In- 
dies, and  have  been  there  nearly  six 
years  ;  I  have  been  twice  to  America  ; 
I  have  been  all  over  theMediterranean; 
I  have  commanded  a  regiment  in  Ame- 
rica ;    I  have  commanded  a  regiment 
in  the  West  Indies.     It  has  been  my 
fortune,    very   undeservedly   perhaps, 
to  have  a  sword  voted  for  my  services  ; 
to  have  been  repeatedly  thanked  -by 
general  officers   under    whom   I   have 
been  placed.     It^S  perhaps,   a  singu- 
lar part  of  my  service,  that  I  have-not 
only  served  in  every  situation  in  the 
Army,  from  an  ensign  up  to  my  prc- 
4  sent 
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sent  rank,  that  a  gentleman  could 
serve  in,  but  I  have,  also,  served  in 
every  situation  upon  the  Staff  of  the 
Army,  without  one  single  exception. 
Of  this  service,  twelve  years  I  was  a 
subaltern,  nine  of  that  in  constant  re- 
gimental duty,  five  years,  I  think,  as 
major,  two  or  three  years  as  lieu- 
tenant-colonel with  my  regiment,  the 
greatest  part  of  that  time  abroad. 

Q.  Were  not  the  regulations  for  the 
promotion  of  the  Army,  which  you 
have  mentioned,  set  on  foot  originally 
by  the  Duke  of  York  ? 

A,  They  certainly  were,  when  the 
Duke  of  York  became  Commander  in 
Chief  of  the  Army.  Prior  to  his  being 
appointed  Commander  in  Chief  of  the 
Army,  an  officer  who  had  money 
might  purchase  up  to  the  rankof  lleu- 
tenaal-colonel  in  three  weeks  or  a 
month,  as  fast  as  his  separate  appoint- 
ments could  be  passed  through  each 
separate  Gazette. 

{By  the  Attorney  General.) 

Q.  Does  the  rule  that  you  have 
stated,  of  not  promoting  an  officer  in- 
to another  regiment  where  there  are 
©fficers  senior  to  him  of  the  same  rank 
that  he  filled  in  the  regiment  from 
which  he  comes,  apply  to  appoint- 
ments with  or  without  purchase .' 

A.  It  applies  to  both  ;  that  is,  no  Ju- 
nior officer  can  be  permitted  to  pur- 
chase over  the  head  of  a  senior  officer, 
provided  that  senior  officer  is  also  will- 
ing to  purchase,  [  always  mean;  or 
unless  there  are  special  reasons  to  the 
contrary;  something  relating  to  the 
misconduct  of  the  person. 

Q.  Can  you  take  upon  yourself  to 
say,  that  there  has  been  no  instance  of 
an  officer  being  promoted  into  another 
regiment,  where,  if  it  is  not  a  case  of 
purchase,  there  is  an  unexceptionable 
senior  officer  in  the  same  rank ;  and 
where  it  is  a  case  of  purchase,  where 
there  is  an  unexceptionable  officer, 
able  and  willing  to  purchase  ? 

A.  I  have  already  said,  that  no  ju- 
nior officer  can  be  promoted  over  the 
head  of  a  senior  officer  in  the  same  re- 
giment, and  that  the  same  rule  applies 
to  purchase  ;  that  h,  that  ao  junior  of- 
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ficer  can  purchase  over  the  head  of  a 
senior  officer  into  a  regiment  where  a 
senior  officer  is  willing  to  purchase; 
that  I  never  knew  that  rule  deviated 
from,  except  in  some  particular  case 
or  cases,  upon  which  a  special  expla- 
nation could  be  given. 

Q.  Upon  reference  to  any  paper 
since  }ou  were  last  examined  here, 
have  you  any  means  of  accounting  fop 
the  exchange  of  Lieut.  Colonel  Knight 
and  Lieut.  Colonel  Brook  not  being 
in  the  Gazette  til!  the  Tuesday? 

A-  I  stated  to  the  House,  I  believe, 
in  my  evidence  the  last  time  I  had  the 
honour  to  give  it  in  this  house,  that  I 
received  the  Duke's  pleasure,  his  final 
pleasure,  upon  the  subject  of  this  ex- 
change, on  the  23d  of  July,  which  date 
was  upon  the  original  paper  now  on 
the   table   of  the  house.     Since   that 
time  I  have  obtained  possession  of  the 
original  paper  which  was  submitted  to 
his  Majesty  ;  I  now  hold  that  paper  in 
my  hand.     The  exchange  was  final 
with  the  Commander  in  Chief  on  the 
23d  of  July,  the  Tuesday  ;  on  Wednes- 
day the  24th  it  was  made  out  to  be 
sent  to  the  King,  but  not  in  time  to  go 
by  the  jiail  o^  that  day.      I  beg  to  in- 
form the  House,  that  the  mail  passes 
through   the  arch-way   of  the  Horse 
Guards  exactly   at  three  o'clock  ;  the 
King  being  at  Weymouth  on  Thursday 
the  25th,  I  sent  this  paper  to  his  Ma- 
jesty by  the  mail.     Here  is  his  Ma- 
jesty's   signature   to    it.    .  .  ''  Wey- 
mouth,   July  the  2Cth,    1805:  Com- 
missions agreeably  to  the  above  list,  to 
be  prepared  for  my  signature."  .  .  . 
This  paper  was  returned  to  me  on  the 
following  day,  oa  Saturday,  but  toa 
late  for  the  Gazette;  it  was,  therefore, 
gazetted  on  the  next  Gazette  day.     I 
believe  I  stated    to   the  House,  that 
when  I   talk  of  the  next   Gazette,  I 
mean  the  next  Ga'-'ette  in  which  mili- 
tary promotions  are  announced  ;  and 
it  will  be  found  that  no  military  pro- 
motions were  announced  in  the  Gazette 
on  Saturday.     I  have  said    that  the 
Commander  in  Chief  had  decided  up- 
on this  exchange  on  the  23d  of  July  ; 
on  reference  to  my  correspondence  for 
the  moiith  of  July,  J  find  these  papei-ss 
^  this 
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tills  is  an  application  to  the  Com-  of  Lis  brother,  to  exchange  into  tLe 
mander  in  Chief  (through  me)  from  an  cavah-y,  with  Lieut.  Colonel  Knight, 
hon.  member  of  this  House,  on  behalf 

[Colonel  Gordon  read  and  delivered  in  a  letter  from  Mr.  Huskis- 
son^  dated  Treasury  Chambers,  2^d  of  July,  1805.] 

(Copy.)  *'  Trcaswy  Chambers^  2Q.d  JnJi/f  1B05. 

^^  My  dear  Sir, 
'^  The  condescension  T  experienced  lately  from  his  Royal 
Highness,  in  allowing  my  brother  to  purchase  a  Majority  in  the 
Sth  foot,  is  not  unknown  to  you,  to  whose  friendly  assistance  I  was 
much  indebted  on  the  occasion.  You  will  probably  recollect  that 
at  the  time  1  mentioned  to  you  the  probability  that  my  brother 
would  feel  anxious  for  an  opportunity  of  getting  back  into  the 
cavalry,  both  on  account  of  his  never  having  served  in  the  infantry, 
and  from  the  circumstance  of  his  health  having  suffered  so  much 
whilst  serving  with  the  !2oth  light  dragoons  in  the  East  Indies,  that 
he  is  strongly  advised  against  returning,  at  least  for  some  years, 
to  a  hot  climate.  Under  these  circumstances,  1  cannot  help  re- 
ijuesting,  if  it  should  not  appear  too  much  presumption  on  mj 
part,  that  you  would  submit  to  his  Royal  Highness  my  humble  re- 
<ju€st,  that  he  would  afford  my  brother  an  opportunity  of  exchan^^- 
ing  into  the  cavalry.  Feeling  the  great  obligation  I  am  alreacfy 
"under  to  his  Roj^al  Highness,  1  should  not  venture  again  to  tres- 
pass so  soon  on  his  indulgence.  If  I  had  not  understood  that  one 
of  the  Majors  of  the  5th  dragoon  guards  had  signiiied  a  wish  to  ex- 
change into  the  infantry,  and  that  it  might  be  a  long  time  before 
any  other  opportunity  might  occur  of  bringing  my  brother  back 
into  that  service,  to  which,  for  the  reasons  I  have  now  troubled 
you  with,  he  is  so  anxious  to  be  restored. 

1  remain,  &c. 
f<  Lt,  Col  Gordonr  (Signed)  W.  Huskisson." 

Colonel  Gordon, — My  answer  is  on  the  23d  of  July,  the  day  I 
mentioned  before. 

[Colonel  Gordon  read  and  delivered  in  the  answer,  dated  the 
g3d  of  July,  1805.] 

(Copy.)     "  *'  Hone  Guards,  23d  Jidj/,  l805. 

''  My  dear  Sir, 
"  1  have  not  failed  to  lay  your  request,  in  behalf  of  your 
"brother,  before  the  Duke  of  York  ;  and  am  commanded  to  acquaint 
you,  that  H.  R.  H.  will  be  glad  of  any  favourable  opportunity,  by 
which  he  can  be  enabled  to  accede  to  it.  The  exchange  with 
Brevet  Lieut.  Colonel  Knight,  5th  dragoon  guards,  has  already 
been  determined  upon  in  favour  of  Brevet  Lieut.  Colonel  Brook, 
whose  services  his  Royal  Highness  was  of  opinion  could  not  but 
be  favourably  considered;  but  if  your  brother  can  find  any  Major 
in  the  cavalry  who  is  disposed  to  exchange  to  the  infantry  of  the 
line,  the  Commander  in  Chief  will  have  much  pleasure  in  recom- 
mending the  same  to  his  Majesty, 

Your's  very  faith  full  v, 
'^  TV,  Iluikkson,  Esq.  ^c.  4t\  ^cJ*  (Signed)    J.  W.  Gordon." 

Q..  i>lcit(^ 


Q.  State  what  are  the  regulations  A.  Most  undoubtedly  he  is. 
that    have   been    established    by    the  Q.  Has    not    his  Royal   Highness 
Duke  of  York  with    regard  to   regi-  taken,    in  the  instances  where  corn- 
mental  promotions,  having  regard  to  missions  are  permitted  to  be  sold,  par- 
tbe  period  of  service  in  each  rank  ?  ticiilar  precautions   to   confine   those 

A.  The  regulations  are  brieily  these;  commissions   to  the    regulated   pric* 

an  officer  must  serve  as  a   subaltern  only  ? 

two  years  before  he  can  be  a  captain,  A.   He  certainly  has.     I  believe  it 

and  he  must  have  served  six  years  be-  will  be  necessary  for  me  to  trouble  the 

fore  he  can  be  a  field  officer.     I  never  House  still  further  upon  this:  in  the 

knew  any  instance  of  those  rules  hav-  year   1804,  when   a  great  augmenta- 

ing  been  broken  through,  always,  as  tion  was  added   to  the  army  of  fifty 

in  merchant's  accounts,  saying  errors  battalions,  I  did  understand  that  very 

excepted.  great  abuses  were  practised  v;\K\i  res- 

/  7?    A.T      \v         \  P^^*  ^°  ^^^  purchase  and  sale  of  com- 

(ii// Mr.  Wood.)  missions;  that  people  endeavoured  to 

Q.  How  many  hours  in  every  day  obtain  commissions  unduly  ;  that  they 

does  the  Commander  in  Chief  devote  endeavoured  to  impose  upon  the  of- 

to  the  duties  of  his  ofiSce  ?  ficers  of  the  army  in  taking  money  un- 

A.  The  Commander  in  Chief  com-  der  the  pretence  of  obtaining  commis- 
mands  my  attendance  upon  him  every  sions,  and  that  this  went  to  a  very- 
morning  a  little  after  ten  ;  and  he  very  great  extent.  I  did  represent  this  ia 
rarely  gives  up  business  until  past  the  strongest  manner  to  the  Commaa- 
seven  in  the  evening,  there  or  there-  der  in  Chief,  who  felt  it  very  sensibly^ 
abouts,  very  often  past  eight.  and  expressed  the  strongest  indigna- 

Q.  Is  not  his  Royal  Highness  par-  tion    at   it,    and  commanded    me  t(» 

ticularly  punctual  in  taking  care  that  frame  an  instrument,  a  copy  of  vvhick 

the  business  of  his  office  is  conducted  I  now  hold  in   my   hand,  and  whick 

in  such  a  manner,  that  reference  may  was  circulated  to  all  the  corps  of  the 

always  be  had  to  the  cause  of  any  pro-  army.     With  the  permission  of  tJKf 

motion  ?  House  I  will  read  it. 

[Colonel  Gordon  read  the  following  letter :] 

'^  Circular  to  Army  Agents. 

(Copy.)  ''  Horse  Guards,  Sept,  28,  1804. 

'^  Gentlemen, 
"His  Royal  Highness  the  Commander  in  Chief  having  the 
gtrongest  reason  to  helieve,  (from  the  advertisements  that  have 
frequently  appeared  in  the  pubhc  papers)  that  an  extensive  corres- 
pondence is  carried  on  with  the  officers  of  the  army,  by  persons 
styling  themselves  army  brokers,  to  induce  them  to  enter  into  pe- 
cuniary engagements  for  the  purpose  of  obtaining  commissions, 
contrary  to  the  estabUshed  regulations;  and  it  being  the  earnest 
desire  of  the  Commander  in  Chief  to  check,  as  much  as  possible, 
a  practice  so  extremely  prejudicial  to  the  service;  I  am  commanded 
to  call  your  attention  to  this  important  point,  and  to  impress  upon 
you  the  necessity  of  the  utmost  vigilance  in  preventing,  as  far  as 
may  be  in  your  power,  any  communication  whatever  "^with  those 
persons  and  the  ofricers  in  your  agency.  And  should  it  at  any  time 
appear  that  any  such  commissions  shall  have  been  negotiated 
through  vour  oifeces,  the  Commander  in  Chief  will  consider  it  his 

I  2  d«tj 
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duty  to  recommend  to  the  Colonels  of  tlie  respective  regiments  to 
notice  such  irregularity,  by  vvithdra\Ying  their  regiments  from  that 
agency,  and  placing  them  in  other  hands. 

**"  I  have  it  further  in  command,  to  desire  that  you  may  be 
pleased  to  convey  to  the  officers  commanding  regiments  in  your 
agency,  the  most  marked  disapprobation  of  his  Royal  Highness 
of  tliis  iutproper  and  secret  traffic;  and  to  assure  them,  that  if 
subsequent  to  the  date  of  this  letter  any  commission  shall  be  dis- 
covered to  be  so  obtained,  such  commission  will  be  immediately 
cancelled,  and  the  officer  be  reported  to  the  King,  as  having  acted 
in  direct  disobedience  to  the  orders  of  the  Commander  in  Chief. 

(Signed)  J.  W.  Gordon." 


Colonel   Gordon. — In    consequence 
of  this  letter,  it  was  necessary  to  issue 
certain  regulations,  which,  perhaps,  it 
\\\\\    be    unnecessary   to    trouble  the 
House  with,  but  which  I  will   deliver 
in  with  my  letter.  I  beg  leave  to  acki, 
that  that  strong  letter  was  found  totally 
insufficient  for  the    purposes  ;  that  it 
did  come  to  my  knowledge,  and  that 
I  had  proof,  that  those  abuses  did  still 
exist;  that  I  put  that  proof  into  the 
hands  of  the  most  eminent  counsel  at 
the  time,  and  they  assured  me,  that  I 
could  have  no  redress  ag'ainst  the  par- 
ties, there  was  no  law  to  the  contrary, 
and  that  it  did  not  amount  to  a  misde- 
meanour.   Having  mentioned  it  to  the 
Commander  in  Chief,  I  had  frequent 
communications  with  the  then  Secre- 
tary at  War,  now  a  right  hon.  mem- 
ber of  this  riouse,  and  whom  I  see  in 
his  place;  and  after  frequent  confer- 
ences with  this  right  hon.  gentleman, 
he  did  bring  into  this  House,  and  sub- 
nut  to  consideration,  a  clause,  which 
is  now  part  of  the  Mutiny  Act,  intiict- 
ing   a  penalty   upon  ail   persons,  not 
duly  authorized,  who  shall  negotiate 
for  the  purchase  or  sale  of  any  com- 
mission whatever. 

(52/ Lord  Folkstoxe.) 
Q.  You  are  in  the  habit  of  almost 
daily  intercourse  with  the  Comman- 
der in  Chief? 

A.  \\hen  the  Commander  in  Chief 
is  in  tovvn  ;  I  do  not  recollect  that  1 
ever  passed  a  day  without  communi- 
cating with  him. 

Q,  At  the  time  that  tin's  exchange 
vas  effected  between  Colonel  Brook 
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and  Colonel  Knight,  the  King  was  at 
Weymouth  ? 

A.  I  have  shewn  it  to  be  so. 

Q,  Did  that  paper,  containing 
commissions  to  be  submitted  to  his 
Majesty,  go  down  to  Weymouth  by 
the  mail  coach  ? 

A.  I  believe  so,  I  had  no  other 
mode  of  sending  it. 

Q,  Do  you  recollect  the  Duke  of 
York's  going  down  to  Weymouth 
about  that  time? 

A.  Perfectly. 

Q.  Do  you  know  on  what  day  he 
went  down  to  Weymoth? 

A.  1  do  exactly. 

Q.   On  what  day  ? 

A.  It  was  the  3 1st  of  July. 

Q.  You  have  stated,  that  according 
to  the  new  regulations  introduced  since 
the  Duke  of  York  has  been  Comman- 
der in  Chief,  a  certain  number  of 
years  must  elapse  before  an  officer  can 
be  promoted  to  a  certain  rank  in  the 
army  ;  is  any  service  required  by  those 
regulations  besides  length  of  time? 

A.  It  is  generally  understood  that 
an  officer  must  serve  six  years. 

Q.  lias  it  ever  come  within  your 
knowledsre  that  anv  officer  has  been 
promoted  without  any  service  what- 
ever? 

A.  No,  it  has  not. 

Q.  Has  it  ever  come  within  your 
knowledge  that  a  boy  at  school  has  had 
a  commission  of  ensirn  ? 

A.  Yes,  it  certainly  has,  I  think 
in  some  three,  four,  or  perhaps  some 
half  dozen  instances;  not  exceeding 
that;  but  those  commissions  have  been 
surreptitiously  obtained  ;  and  when  it 

was 
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%ras  known  that  the  boy  was  at  school, 
the  commission  has  been  cancelled, 
and  that  reason  given  in  the  Gazette. 

Q.  Have  they  been  cancelled  in 
every  instance? 

A.  In  every  instance  that  has  come 
to  the  Commander  in  Chiefs  know- 
ledge ;  and  the  Commander  in  Ctiief 
Avill  be  obliged  to  rny  gentleman  that 
would  point  out  an  instance. 

Q.  Could  you  name  those  instan- 
ces? 

A.  TCot  immediately  from  my  re- 
collection, but  I  could  obtain  them 
from  reference  ;  but  one  I  can  name. 
1  recollect  the  Barrack  Master  of 
Hythe,  I  think  :  the  name  I  do  not 
immediately  recollect ;  but  the  person 
I  do  perfectly,  recommending  on  the 
score  of  his  own  service  and  great  dis- 
tress, that  his  son  should  be  recom- 
mended for  a  commission  ;  I  recollect 
also  having  some  suspicion  at  the  time, 
that  this  son  was  not  of  a  proper  age  ; 
and  I  do  further  recollect  desiring  the 
officer  commanding  there,  then  in 
command,  to  examine  the  young 
man ;  and  the  report  of  that  officer 
was,  that  he  thought  him,  though 
young,  eligible  for  a  commission;  up- 
on such  report  the  young  man  was  ap- 
pointed, but  when  he  joined  his  regi- 
ment, the  officer  commanding  that  re- 
giment wasof  a  different  opinion,  and 
reported  him  as  too  young,  and  I  do 
perfectly  recollect  that  commission 
was  cancelled. 

Q.  Is  that  the  only  instance  which 
occurs  to  your  recollection  ? 

A.  That  is  the  only  instance  that 
occurs ;  the  name  of  the  boy  was 
Kelly. 

Q.  You  have  in  that  box  by  you, 
papers  ready  to  answer  questions 
which  have  been  put  to  you  ;  had  you 
before  you  came  here  any  idea  of  the 
questions  that  would  be  put  to  you  ? 

A.  Upon  my  word  I  had  not  the 
papers  that  are  now  in  this  box  rela- 
tive to  the  exchange  of  Lieutenant- 
Colonels  Brook  and  Knight,  part  of 
which  I  have  shewn  to  the  House. 
All  the  others  relate  to  the  appoint- 
ment of  Captain  Maling;  to  the  ap- 
pointment of  all  the  officers  of  the  A- 


frican  corps,  and  fo  every  thing  in  any 
manner  connected  with  the  African 
corps. 

Q.  You  had  no  information  of  the 
other  questions  thut  would  be  asked 
you  to-night  ? 

A.  Most  undoubtedly  not. 

{By  Sir  A.  Wellesley.) 

Q.  You  have  stated,  that  you  re- 
commended Lieut.  Maling  to  be  made 
a  Captain  in  the  African  corp;  did  you 
recommend  him  in  your  capacity  of 
Lieutenant-Colonel  Commandant  of 
the  African  corps? 

A.  I  most  undoubtedly  did  ;  be- 
cause I  know  it  is  an  extremely  diffi- 
cult thing  to  get  officers  to  join  such 
a  corps  as  that  in  such  a  place  ;  and  I 
thought  it  my  duty  to  take  particular 
care,  that  whatever  .  off.cer  was  ap. 
pointed  to  the  African  corps,  should 
clearly  understand,  that  nothing  was 
to  prevent  him  from  joining  it. 

Q.  Whom  did  vou  recommend  to 
the  other  company  which  was  added 
to  the  African  corps  at  that  time? 

A.  The  other  officer  that  was  re- 
commended for  the  company  of  the 
African  corps,  was  a  Lieut.  Edward 
Hare ;  kis  memorial  I  now  hold  ia 
my  hand. 

{By  Col.  Wardle.) 

Q.  What  were  the  services  of  Cap- 
tain Maling's  brother,  who  is,  I  be- 
lieve, a  captain  in  the  army,  who  is 
in  the  War  Office? 

A,  There  is  a  Captain  Maling,  an 
assistant  of  mine,  in  the  office  of  th-^; 
Commander  in  Chief;  1  take  for 
granted,  that  is  the  person  referred  to. 
What  his  services  are  as  a  Lieutenant, 
I  really  <!o  not  know  ;  I  found  him  as 
a  Lieutenant  in  the  office  of  the  Com- 
mander in  Chief;  and  in  considera- 
tion of  his  extraordinary  good  cha- 
racter, and  more  than  common  abili- 
ties, the  promotions  of  the  army  go- 
ing through  his  hands  under  mine,  I 
did  recommend  him  to  his  Royal 
Highness  the  Commander  in  Chief, 
to  be  placed  upon  the  half-pay  as  a 
Captain,  upon  which  half  pay  he  most 
assuredly  will  be  placed  as  soon  as  an 
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•pportunity  Offers  ;  hut  the  Comman- 
der in  Chief  has  it  not  in  his  power, 

Q.  Do  you  know  whether  or  not 
that  Captain  Maling  ever  joined  and 
did  dutv  with  any  reariment? 

A.  I  do  not  know  that  he  did  ;  and 
i  do  not  think  that  he  did. 

Q.  Does  not  the  Commander  in 
Chief  require  testimonial,  that  eacii 
candidate  for  the  army  skall  be  at 
least  sixteen  rears  of  age? 

A.  'J'hat  is  the  general  rule ;  but  it 
sometimes  happens  that  a  boy  of  fif- 
teen may  be  more  strong  than  a  boy 
of  sixteen  or  seventeen  ;  and  all  that 
the  Commander  in  Chief  requires  is, 
that  he  shall  be  competent  to  do  his 
duty. 

Q.  Is  it  not  a  general  order,  that 
every  ofiicer  shall  join  his  regiment 
'within  one  month  after  his  appoint- 
ment, except  in  some  special  instance? 


A.  It  is  very  probable  that  it  may 
be  so,  but  I  really  cjnnot  speak  to 
that. 

(B//  Lord  Folkstone.) 

Q.  You  are  very  positive  as  to  the 
date  of  the  Duke  of  York's  going  to 
Weymouth  in  the  summer  of  1805; 
do  you  know  at  what  time  of  the  day 
his  Royal  Highness  went  ? 

A.  Upon  my  word  I  cannot  speak 
Vvith  any  degree  of  accuracy  ;  but  it 
is  the  custom  of  the  Duke  of  York  to 
travel  in  the  night,  and  he  probably 
went  in  the  night. 

Q.  Do  you  apprehend  that  he  did 
go  in  the  night? 

A.  I  cannot  give  a  more  positive 
answer  than  I  did  before. 

[The  witness  was  ordered  to  with* 
draw.] 


Mr.  Perceval  inquired  whether  the  hon.  gentleman  meant 
to  call  any  more  witnesses  ;  if  not_,  he  wished  to  know  what  was 
the  next  case  he  pro{)Osed  going  into. 

Mft.  Wardle  said,  he  could  give  no  answer  till  Mr.  Kuxley 
Sandoi)  arrived  in  town.  When  that  took  place^  he  should  fix 
what  charge  he  should  proceed  on. 

Mr.  Sheridan  observed,  that  after  what  was  past,  it  was  im- 
possible the  hon.  gentleman  himself  should  not  be  ready,  though 
his  witnesses  might  not ;  it  was  easy  for  him  to  name  Monday  next 
for  proceeding;  and  if  there  were  no  witnesses^  the  House  might 
postpone  the  business. 

Mr.  Canning  urged  the  fixing  on  the  charge  which  the  hon. 
genileman  would  proceed  v.iih  next. 

Mr.  ^VARDLE  declared  he  was  under  a  difficulty,  as  he  could  not 
find  Mrs.  Shaw.    He  had  heard  she  was  at  Bath,  but  she  had  left  it. 

Lord  Folk  stone  observed,  that  from  the  number  of  orders  that 
stood  for  Monday,  it  was  plain  that  either  they^  or  this  business, 
must  be  put  off.  He  therefore  thought  it  right  to  allow  the  hon. 
gent.'eman  time. 

Mr.  Canning  still  insisted  he  ought  to  state  his  next  charge  ; 
if  no  witnesses  were  ready^,  the  house  might  then  postpone. 

Mr.  William  SiMith,  though  he  agreed  in  the  propriety  of 
naming  the  charge,  yet  thought  the  hon.  gentleman  miglit  have 
good  reasons  for  declining  to  name  it  at  tlie  present.  He  considered 
it  not  for  the  credit  either  of  his  Royal  Highness,  or  that  House, 
to  appear  to  browbeat  any  one  in  the  discharge  of  what  he  con- 
sidered as  his  duly.  He  could  say  for  himself,  and  those  who  sat  on 
the  same  benches  wiih  him>  that  they  were  altogether  unconnected 
mth,  and  unconcerned  in,  the  event.    As  the  hon.  gentleman  stood 
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alone  in  the  business,  he  should  not  be  put  down  by  the  weight  o| 
the  other  side  of  the  House. 

Mr.  Canning  assured  the  hon.  member  he  was  mistaken  in  the 
imputation  he  had  thrown  out;  but  he  must  say,  he  believed  that 
when  he  made  a  disclaim  for  others,  he  did  so  without  any 
authority, 

Mr.  Smith  hoped  the  House  would  judge  between  them.  If 
he  disclaimed  any  participation  on  the  part  of  others,  he  v/as  sure, 
though  he  did  it  without  their  authority,  he  did  not  do  it  without 
a  knowledge  of  the  truth  of  what  he  advanced. 

Sir  Francis  Burdett  observed,  that  if,  when  general  sus- 
picion had  gone  abroad,  this  was  the  wa}^  to  treat  those  who  were 
bringing  forward  investigarion,  there  was  little  encouragement  for 
doing  tiicir  duly.  Gentlemen  were  at  liberty  to  think  what  they 
pleased,  hut  that  should  never  prevent  him  from  doing  his  duty. 
The  hon.  member,  in  bringing  forward  his  charges,  appeared  to 
him  not  only  candid,  but  even  incautious,  by  agreeing  to  bring  on 
the  business  in  the  way  it  was  done.  The  proofs  did  not  dc].end 
on  himself,  and  he  could  not  say  what  charge  he  should  bring  for- 
ward ;  but  if  he  were  asked  which  was  the  one  most  likely,  he  dared 
*ay  he  could  answer  to  that. 

Mr.  Canning  disdained  any  allusion  to  the  hon.  Baronet;  but 
if  there  were  any  who  advised  in  secret,  and  now  sheltered  them- 
selves under  the  disclaimer  just  made,  he  was  sure  they  were  yerj 
different  from  him. 

Mr.Whitbread  said,  that  as  the  right  hon.  Secretary  had 
thought  fit  to  make  a  covert  attack  on  some  one,  it  was  fit  he  sliould 
name  that  one,  when  he  acquitted  another  fa  loud  ay  of'  aame^ 
7mme!),  When  he  refused  to  do  so,  it  was  fair  to  suppose  he  had 
no  foundation  for  the  imputation. 

Mr.  Yorxe  never  heard  of  any  one  being  called  on  to  name  a 
person  alluded  to. 

Mr.  Whituread  replied,  that  when  the  gesture  and  look  were 
directed  as  they  were,  it  would  have  been  as  well  to  have  given  the 
name  at  once,  and  he  had  a  right  to  ask,  if  it  were  not  himself 
to  whom  the  right  hon.  Secretary  alluded  ? 

Mr.  Fuller  put  an  end  to  the  altercation,  by  observing  the 
House  was  very  hot,  and  they  had  better  go  home  and  go  tohed. 

Mr.  Wharton,  the  Chairman,  stated  the  question  was,  that 
the  Committee  do  ask  leave  to  &;t  again,  which  was  agreed  to. 

The  House  was  then  resumed,  and  the  Chairman  reported  pro- 
gress,  and  asked  leave  to  sit  again,  wiiich  vvas  granted. 

Mr.  Whitbread  said,  that  it  would  not  be  doing  justice  to 
the  Duke  of  York,  to  defer  the  charges  of  the  hon.  gentleman  oq 
account  of  the  absence  of  his  witnesses. 

A  desultory  conversation  then  took  place  between  Mr.  War- 
DLE,  Mr.  Canning,  and  Mr.  Perceval. 

Mr.  Sheridan  rose,  and  said  he  would  but  address  a  few  w^ords 
to  the  House.  It  could  not  be  imagined  that  the  hon.  Baronet, 
(Sir  Francis  Burdett),  who  seconded  the  motion  of  the  hon.  gentle- 
man 
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man  (Mr.  Wardle),  when  hebrcight  forward  his  statement JiacI  any 
motive  but  what  was  perlectlv  honourable.  He  heard  the  charo^es^, 
but  w^as  not  apprised  of  the  evidence  to  support  them.  When  he 
first  liearu  the  intcinion  of  his  hon.  friend  to  bring  forward  the 
charges  against  his  lloyal  Highness_,  he  sent  a  message  by  a  com- 
mon friend,  to  v.-arn  him  against  being  made  the  tool  of  certain  per- 
sons, of  whom  he  liad  received  private  information  ;  and  he  w^as 
sure,  thiU  if  the  hon.  gentleman  had  been  thoroughly  acquainted 
with  the  character  of  tliose  persons,  he  never  would  have  occupied 
so  much  of  the  time  of  the  House.  Tbe  hon.  member  had  stated, 
that  he  could  prove  his  charges^  and^tocall  the  attention  of  the  House, 
he  recited  the  names  of  persons  who  could  prove  that  he  alledged 
facts.  How  mucli  ihen  had  he  lost  himself,  when  he,  that  night, 
at  a  time  when  the  House  was  anxious  for  inquiry,  stated,  that  his 
principal  witnesses  were  not  in  tbe  country,  and  that  it  was  out  of 
the  power  o{  that  House  to  enforce  their  attendance.  A  noble  lord 
near  him  (Foikstone)  stated  that  orders  of  particular  public  con- 
sequence stood  for  JNlonday.  He  did  not  think  for  a  moment  they 
could  stand  in  competition  with  the  business  then  before  the  House 
—  an  investiLHition  into  the  conduct  of  the  Commander  in  Chief, 
ihe  safely  of  our  military  force  was  depending  upon  it.  Every 
Soldier  was  looking  to  the  decision  of  that  House  with  an  anxious 
eye.  The  hon.  gentleman  says,  if  he  can  prove  the  case  of  Cap- 
tain Sandon,  that  will  make  good  the  whole  of  his  other  charges. 
He  ought  to  have  considered,  before  he  made  such  a  bold  state- 
ment, that  Captain  Sandon  was  not  in  the  country,  and  the  House 
n)ust  be  aware,  that  it  was  proper  for  the  hon.  gentleman  to  have 
known  that' his  evidence  would  support  the  charge.  He  gave  the 
hon.  gentleman  all  credit  for  his  frankness  ;  but  the  honour  of  the 
House,  and  the  discipline  of  the  army,  called  on  them  to  decide 
speedily  on  the  charges  before  them,  for  they  could  not  expect  the 
army  to  be  satisfied,  or  to  be  in  that  discipline  in  which  every  friend 
of  the  country  must  wish  to  see  it,  while  there  was  any  thing  pend- 
ins:,  that  went  to  criminate  their  Commander  in  Chief. 

Mpt.  Waudle  said,  he  had  no  objection  that  the  case  of  Cap- 
tain Sandon  should  be  investigated  on  Tuesday  next.  He  then 
moved,  *'  That  the  following  witnesses  should  be  summoned  to  at- 
tend on  that  day : — Captain  Sandon,  Mr.  Grant,  Mr.  Cockayne, 
Mr.  Corry,  Mr.  J.  Donovan,  Captain  Tuck,  Mrs.  Clarke,  and 
Mrs.  Shaw." 

Adjourned  at  Twelve  o'Ciock, 
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THIRD  DAY. 

TUESDAY,    FEBRUARY    7th: 


The  Secret  a?vY  at  War  presented  the  returns  relative  to  Colonel 
French's  levy  of  five  thousand  men,  as  moved  for  last  night.  It  was 
ordered  to  lie  on  the  table. 

The  House  then  resolved  itself  into  a  Committee  of  the  whole 
House,  to  consider  further  of  the  conduct  of  his  Koyal  Highness  the 
Duke  of  York;  Mr.  Wharton  in  the  chair. 

Mr.  Wardle  wished  to  know  whether  gentlemen  on  the  other  side 
meant  to  produce  any  more  witnesses  to  impeach  the  testimony  ha 
had  already  offered. 

Mr.  Perceval,  on  the  other  hand,  desired  to  be  informed  whether 
the  hon.  member  intended  calling  any  additional  evidence  in  support 
of  the  charges  already  gone  into,  as  he  had  intimated  ? 

Mr.  Whitbread  conceived  it  v/ould  be  the  more  regular  mode  of  ^ 
proceeding  to  finish  the  course  of  examination  they  had  been  last  pro- 
ceeding in,  before  the  hon.  gentleman  was  called  on  for  his  additional 
witnesses. 

Mr.  Perceval  said,  he  could  not  judge  of  the  propriety  of  that 
mode  of  proceeding,  as  he  was  ignorant  of  what  they  were  to  be  called 
to ;  but  perhaps  the  hon.  gentleman  who  spoke  last  was  a  better  judge, 
as  he  mis^ht  know  the  subject  of  their  testimonv. 

Mr.  W^hit'bread  replied,  he  knew  as  much  as  the  right  hon.  gen- 
tleman— just  nothing  on  the  subject.  He  contended  merely  for  re- 
gularity. Mr.  John  Few  was  then  called  in,  and  examined  by  Mr. 
Perceval. 

Q.  Whatbusiness  do  voii  carrv  on }  room.     After  she  bad  talked  a  little 

A.  An  auctioneer.  wlule,  I  sat  down,  and  drank  some 

Q.  Do  3'ou  knov/  Mrs.  Clarke?  wine  with  her..  In  the  matter  ofccn- 

A.  Not  DOW,  I  do  not.  versation,  from  one  thing  leading  to 

Q.  Did  you  ever  know  her?  another,  she  seemed  to  be  arquaintT 

A.  In  the  year  1803.  ed  with  almost  every  person  that  I 

Q.  Where  did  she  then  live?  knew.  I  sat  there  perhaps  about  half 

A.  In  Tavistock-place,  next  door  an  hour;  a  person  whom  I  under- 

to  Tavistock  chapel.  stood  to  be  her  sister,  was  present. 

Q.  Did   she   order  any  furniture  Q.  Did  she   represent  herself  as 

from  you  ?  being  a  married  woman,  or  a  person 

A.  No;  at  that  ^  time  I  lived  in  who  had  been  married? 

Bernard-street,  Russel  square,  and  I  A.  She  talked  other  late  husband, 

bad  a  share  in  a  glass  concern  in  and  her  children,  who  were  then  at 

Holborn.     She  called  ;  and,  by  di-  school. 

rectionof  my  partner,  1  waited  upon  Q.  What  further  passed? 

her;  it  was  to  consult  me  about  fit-  A.  Nothing   more    than   general 

ting  up  a  Grecian  lamp  in  her  back  conversation;  I  conceived  that  she 
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knew  almost  every  body  that  I  knew. 
I  can  hardly  describe  her  to  you  ; 
for  I  never  met  with  any  ])erson  who, 
on  the  first  interview,  behaved  so 
extremely  polite  and  genteel  to  a 
stranger:  I  saw  her  two  or  three 
times,  and  drank  wine  with  her ;  and 
she  consulted  me  about  tlie  placing 
of  some  glasses,  and  the  size  and 
shape  of  some  figures,  whether  they 
wore  too  lar^e  for  the  room. 

Q.  Did  she  give  any  orders  to  you  ? 

A.  Yes;  she  desired  I  would  have 
a  Grecian  lamp  made,  to  fit  up  in 
the  back  room';  which,  I  believe, 
came  to  about  CO/. 
■  (^.  What  was  the  price  of  that 
lamp  ? 

A.  £.hout  20/.  I  cannot  say  exact- 
ly;  the  whole  account  with  me  was 
20/.  odd. 

Q.  Wl;en  was  the  order  ijiren  for 
this  lamp  .? 

A.  About  the  middle  of  IMay, 
about  the  18th  or '20th  of  May  :  tlie 
first  delivery  to  her  was. the  2-ith  of 
i\iay,  1803, 

Q.  Did  you  see  any  one  but  Mrs. 
Clarke  at  this  house  ? 

A.  I  saw  her  sister,  and  I  saw  her 
Riotiier,  but  that  was  subsequent  to 
my  bringing  an  action  against  her. 
^Vhen  1  arrested  her,  she  mentioned 
to  me  at  the  time,  that  slie  iiad  pe.r- 
chascd  that  -l]ouse  of  Mr.'  Burton, 
and  given  1,200/.  for  it:  I  applied 
to  M]\  Burton, and  he  corroborated 
lier  having  bought  it,  but  I  do  not 
recollect  the  amount. 

Q.  Didj'ou  ever  observe  anything 
which  led  you  to  believe  she  was  not 
a  widow! 

A.  I  once  called,  I  believe  in  the 
morning,  to  see  whether  the  lamp 
was  properly  hung,  or  1  was  asked 
bv  an  uyholsterer  to  "et  him  a  si^ht 
of  ihe  bouse,  and  I  saw  a  cocked 
b;:i ;  I  made  an  observation  to  the 
seivant,  and  the  servant  said  her 
mistress  was  a  gay  voimg  wido-v, 
and  had  been  at  the  masquerade  the 
night  before,  and  of  course  I  did  not 
fciispect  anything  after  that. 

Q,  Were  you  paid  for  those  ar- 
ticles you  furnished: 


A.  Subsequently  I  was  ;  I  brought 
an  action  against  Iier,  but  1  was  non- 
suited. 

Q.  How  so  ? 

A.  1  do  not  understand  the  dis- 
tinction, but  she  either  pleaded  her 
coverture,  or  gave  it  in  evidence; 
I  believe  there  is  a  distinction,  but 
I  tl')  n(Jt  know  which  it  was. 

Q.  You  were  defeated,  upon  the 
ground  of  her  being  a  married  wo- 
man ? 

A.  Certainly;  I  was  in  court  at 
the  time. 

(Bj/  Mu.  Wardle) 

Q.  Did  you  ever  write  any  letter 
to  iMrs.  CirirkejUpon  the  subject  of 
this  demand  ? 

A.  I  am  prctt}^ certain  I  did  not; 
I  am  almost  certaiu  J  did  Jiot;  do 
you  iti.ean  the  demand  aft^r  my  ac- 
tion or  before?  1  beheve  I  did  not 
in  either  Ccis;e. 

Q.  Do  you  recolK':ct  writing  any 
letter,  threatening  to  expose  hta*.? 

A.  i  cannot  say;  I  might;  I 
drew  up  a  hand-bill  and  sent  it  to 
her,  but  wheiher  I  sent  any  note  to 
h.er  with  that  I  cannot  sav ;  that 
hand-bill  was  warriinii  the  trades- 
men  in  the  neighbourhood  of  Glou- 
cester-place, from  trusting  her. 

Q.  Do  you  recollect  sending  the 
hand-bill  to  any  body  else  in  a  let« 
ter } 

A.  Yes,  I  do  recoIK^ct,  I  enclosed 
onr-  to  ihe  Duke  of  York,  directed 
to  Portman  square;  J  think  it  was. 

Q.  Do  you  recollect  whether  you 
wrote  to  the  Duke  of  York,  when 
you  sent  the  hand-bill? 

A.  I  do  nt)t  think  I  made  one 
siuizle  letter  inside  :  1  am  prcttv  cer- 
tain  I  did  not. 

Q.  Are  those  letters  vour  hand 
wiitini:;? 

A.  Yes,  this  is  my  hand-writing; 
I  had  not  the  least  recollection  that 
I  had  ever  written  it. 

Q.  Is  that  not  the  hand-hill? 

A.  Yes,  that  is  the  hand-bill;  I 
tried  to  get  a  copy  of  it  when  1  was 
served  v\ith  the  order  of  the  House, 
but  could  nut. 

The 


[The  hand-bill  and  letter  were  delivered  in,  and  read. J 
''.Madam, 

"As  I  have  not  heard  from  you  in  reply  to  my  last 
letter,  I  think  myself  justified  in  informing  you,  that  in  the  eonrse  of 
a  week  the  enclosed  hand-bill  will  be  published,  which  no  doubt  will . 
prevent  any  other  tradesman  from  subjecting  himself  to  similar  treat- 
ment. As  the  wording  of  the  bill  has  received  the  lesal  saction  of 
very  able  men  in  the  profession,  I  am  perfectly  at  ease  in  regard  to 
any  additional  threats  that  may  be  held  out  to  me. 

I  remain  your  obt.  sert. 
''  22d  Jime,  iROk  John  Few,  Junr." 

Mrs.  Clarke y  Gloucester- place, 
No.  IS,  Pcrlvian-sqiiai'c.''' 

''  CAUTIOX  TO  TRADESMEN. 

''  This-is  to  give  Notice  to  the  Tradesmen  in  the  Neighbourhood  of 
Portman-Square,  that  they  cannot  recover  by  Law,  any  Debt  from 
Mrs.  Mary  Ann  Clarke,  formerly  of  Tavistock-Plack, Russell- 
Square,  but  nov/  of  Glcucesti  r-Place,  she  being  a  married 
Woman,  and  her  Husband  now  living,  though  his  Place  of  Residence 
was  iinkiiown^  even  to  herself  or  her  mother.  These  Facts  were 
proved  on  the  Trial  of  an  Action,  lately  brought  by  a.  Tradesman  in 
Hoiborn,  against  this  Mrs.  Mary  Ann  Clarke,  for  Good?,  act luilli/ 
sold  and  delivered  to //tv^;  but  she  availing  herself  of  her  Coverture, 
(which  to  the  great  Surprise  of  the  Plaintiff,  she  contrked  to  prove)  he 
could  not  by  Law  obtain  any  Part  of  his  Demand;  and  being  con- 
sequently non-suited,  an  Execution  for  her  Costs  was,  by  her  At- 
torney, aciiiallij  put  into  his,  the  Tradesman's  House  !1! 

''  W.  MAR-CHANT,  Printer,  3,  Greville-Street,  Hoiborn." 

Q.    I    understand    you    to    have  Q.  Did  you  know  JNIr.  Comrie  to 

stated,  that  you  were  paid  your  bill ;  be  Mrs.  Clarke's  professional  man ? 

was  that  subsequent  to  that  hand-  A.Thatwas  immposible  tosay,  Mr. 

bill  being  published  ?  Stokes  defended  the  action  and  after- 

A.   Of  course  it  must  be,  I  should  wards  Comrie  paid  me  the  money. 

liardiy  nave  published  it,  itT  had  had  Q.  Is  Mr.  Comrie  a  lawyer  ? 

my  bill.     I  received  the  debt  and  A.  1  believe  so. 

costs.  Q.  Do  you  know  that  he  was  Mrs. 

Q.  Did  you  recover  your  bill  by  Clarke's  lawyer? 

any  process  of  law  ?  A.  I  could  not.  A.  It  is  impossible  for  me  to  know 

Q.  \ou    were    paid     it    entirely  that,  because  one  defended  the  aciioti 

through  the  will  of  Mrs.  Clarke?  and  then  it  came  to  Mr.  Comire ;  it 

A.  It  is  impossible  for  me  tf)  say;  was  im.possible  for  me  to  tell. 

I  did  not  receive  it  from  Mrs.Clarke.  Q.  Did   Mr.  Comrie  defend  the 

Q.  After  being  non-suited,  andaf-  action  against  Mrs.  Clarke  ? 

tcr  that  hand-bill  had  been  publish-  A.  No,  Mr.  Stokes.   I  believe,  be-  ' 

ed,  Mrs.  Clarke  paid  you  your  bill?  cause  Mrs.   Clarke  told  me  after- 

A.  I  cannot  say  it  was  Mr-s.  Clarke,  wards  that  she  never  authorized  Mr, 

]  received  the  money  through  a  Mr.  Stokes  to  iiive  that  plea. 

Comrie ;  it  was  immaterial  to  me  who  Q.  I\Ir  Co!nrie  paid  you  the  mo- 

P'fid  it.  iiey  ?  A.  iiy  his  clerk.  " 

K  2  [7:^ 
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[The  imtnesses  teas  directed  to  'dtli- 

draw.li 
(M r.Th o m  a  s  Stow e  ii  s  was  called 
ill,  and  examined  by  M  ii.  Pe  iic  e  v  a  l.) 

Q.  Did  you  know  INI  is.  C:iarke  be- 
fore she  was  married  to  iMr.  Clarke? 

A.  I  did  not, 

Q.  Did  ymi  know  her  after  she  was 
iDarried  to  Mr.  Clarke  ?■    A.  I  did. 

Q.  Do  you  remember  the  time  when 
]Mr.  Clarke  was  married  to  her  ? 

A.  I  never  knew  the  time. 

Q.  What  business  did  Mr.  Clarke 

then  carry  on  ? 

A.  When  I  first  knew  Mrs. Clarke, 
by  being  wile  to  INlr.  Clarke,  he  was 
not  in  business  just  at  that  time;  he 
was  a  young  man. 

Q.What  business  did  he  afterwards 
carry  on?  A.  That  of  a  bione-muson. 
*      Q"!  Was  that  soon  after  his  mar- 
riage ? 

A.I  cannot  speak-to  that;  I  did  not 
imaguie  that  he  was  married  so  soon 
as  I^uiderstood  he  had  an  acquaint- 
ance with  this  lady. 

Q.  Did  he  carry'on  the  business  of 
a  stone-mason  wbik  she  was  livir.g 
with  him?     A.  He  certainly  did. 
Q.  For  how  lonj;? 
A. Not  less  than  three  or  four  years. 
Q.  Was  she  hvmg  with  him  all 
that  time? 

A.  As  I  never  visited  them,  1  can- 
not undertake  to  say  she  lived  with 
him  all  that  time,  but  1  conceive  she 
lived  with  him  the  principal  part  of 

the  time. 

Q.  ?Iad  they  any  children  ? 

A.  Not  less  than  three. 

Q.  Werethote  children  born  dur- 
ing the  lime  he  was  carrying  on  the 
b\rsiness  of  a  stone-mason? 

A.  Some  of  them  were. 
(Jill  Mil.  Waudle.) 

Q.  Where  did  Mr.  Clarke  live  at 
tlie  time  you  speak  of? 

A.  The  tirst  part  of  the  time  he 
livecinCharlcs's-square,Iloxton;then 
he  was  not  in  business  as  a  mason. 

Q.  Was  Mrs.  Clarke  with  him  at 
that  period  ?    A.  Certainly  she  was. 

q'.  How  long  did  they  live  there  r 

A .  As  I  did  not  visit  them,  I  cannot 


speak  positively  ;  I  know  it  was  not 
less  than  one  year,  and,  I  should 
imagine,  not  more  than  two. 

Q.  Where  did  they  live  afterwards? 
A.  I  do  not  know  of  their  living 
any  where  else,  till  ihey  went  to  live 
in  Golden-lane,  where  he  carried  on 
the  business  of  a  mason. 
Q.  When  was  this? 
A.  He  commenced   there  some- 
where  about    \79^,  and    he    lived 
there  about  three  or  four  years. 

Q.  Had  Mr.  Clarke  a  stone-ma- 
son's yard  there?     A.  He  had. 

Q.  At  the  first  place  he  lived  at?  - 
A.  In   Charles's-squarc,  Hoxton, 
he  lived  on  his  fortune ;  he  had  no 
business. 

Q.  Did  you  visit  at  his  house? 
A.  1  never  did  \isit  him  at  any 
time  wherever  he  lived. 

Q.   Did  you  know  Mrs.  Clarke  by 
siuht?     A. "^  Yes,  I  did. 

Q.     Did    you  kuov/   when  Mrs. 
Clarke  parted  with  her  husband  ? 
A.  No,  indeed,  I  did  not. 
Q.  You  have  no  guess  when  she 
parted  with  her  husband  ? 

A.  No  furvher  than  that  it  was  after 
theyquittedGoldenlanelunderstood. 
Q.  Do  you  recollect  who  told  you 
A.  No  :  public  report. 
Q.  You  know  nothing  about  ths 
matter,  of  your  own  knowledge? 
A.  1  do  not. 

Q.  Where  do  you  yourself  live  .- 
A.  In  Charterhouse  square. 
[Tht   Kitficss  -was   dircticd  to  liith' 

draw.^ 

( M u .  J  A  ]W  E s  Co M. R I E  iia^  called  in, 
and  examined  by  Mil.  ^VA«nEE.) 
Q.  Do  you  know  JMra.  Clarke  ? 

A.  I  do. 

Q.  Have  you  been  employed  by' 
her  in  your  prosessional  line  ? 

A.  I  have. 

Q.  V\hat  is  your  prossession  ? 

A.  A  sohcitor. 

Q.Had  you  ever  had  conversation 
\vith  the  Duke  of  York  rebpectmg 
INlrs.  Clarke? 

A.  In  consequence  of  Mrs. Clarke  s 
nishing  me  towait  upon  the  Duke  oi 
York,  1  said  that  I  should  wish  to  re- 
ceive 
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ccive  a  message  for  that  purpose  from         II.  The  Dake  of  York  spoke  to  m^ 

his' Royal  Highness.  I   did  receive  upon  private  professional  business; 

such  a  message,  I  think  in  writing;  in  I  therefore  appeal  to  the  chair  with 

consequence  of  which  I  waited  upon  great    submission,     whether    under 

the  DukeofYorkinPortman-square.  those  circumstances,  I  am  bound  to 

Q.  State  what  passed  ;  divulge  it. 

[The  witness  was  directed  to  withdrav.'.] 
Mr.  Perceval  then  said,  that  it  did  not  appear  necessary  that 
the  witness  should  be  protected  from  giving  an  ansv/er  upon  ac- 
count of  professional  business,  as  Mr.  Comrie  was  not  to  be  looked 
upon  as  the  attorney  of  the  Duke,  but  that  be  Wcos  Mrs.  Clarke's 
man  of  business. 

Mr.  Fuller  got  up  to  make  some  observations,  but  the  House 

would  not  bear  him. 

[The  witness  was  recalled  ;  and  on  the  last  question  being  re- 
peated, he  answered  :  "  His  Royal  Highness  wished  to  know  whe- 
ther I  could  raise  him  the  sum  of  iO,OOOl.  for  ium  on  mortgage  r" 

The  witness  again  wdthdrew.] 

Mr.  Fuller  again  interfered,  and  spoke  to  order,  He  said,  he 
thought  it  did  appear  that  this  gentleman  had  been  employed  by 
the  Duke  of  York,  and  therefore  such  questions  were  not  revelant. 

?vIr.  Wardle  said,  he  should  be  sorry  to  hurt  the  feelings  of  the 
Duke,  or  of  any  other  individual ;  but  having  been  contradicted  in  a 
strong  way  the  other  night,  when  he  stated  there  had  been  a 
professional  man  employed  by  the  Dake  to  raise  money,  it  wa3 
at  least  fair  he  should  "^have  an  opportunity  of  exf)laining  what 
he  meant. 

After  some  explanation  from  Mr.  Adam,  the  witness  w^as  again 
called  in,  and  proceeded  as  follows: 

I  answered,  that  I  believed  I  could,  would  shortly  send  me  the  necessary 
HisHighnessafter  some  conversation  abstracts,  which  they  did.  in  the 
referred  me  to  his  man  of  busmess,  mean  time,  I  had  applied  to  a  client 
Mr.  Adam  of  Bloomsbury-square.  of  mine,  a  rich  chent,  and  he  had 
His  Royai  Highhess  asked  me  if  I  agreed  to  lend  hisRoyal  Highness  the 
knew  bim  ?  I  replied,  not  personally,  money.  The  abstracts  were  laid  be- 
but  by  reputation.  I  mentioned  that  fore  a  conveyancer,  Mr.  Walker,  of 
I  knew  him  to  be  a  man  of  very  high  the  Temple.  We  made  some  objec- 
character.  Shortly  afterwards,  I  call-  tions,  1  think,  which  is  usual  on  those 
ed  upon  Mr.  Adam,  and  saw  him,  I  cases,  questions  to  be  answered ;  it 
think  he  mentioned  tliat  his  lluyal  generally  happens  so.  The  money 
Highness  had  told  him  i  was  to  call  was  ready  to  be  advanced,  and  the 
upon  him, .(Mr.  Adam)  we  proceed-  abstracts  were  returned  to  Messrs. 
cd  to  discuss  the  business,  and  Mr.  Farrer  and  Atkinson,  to  answer  those 
Adam  said  that  his  Royal  Highness  queries.  1  should  state,  that  for  ex- 
had  occasion  for  that  sum,  I  think  pedition,  (for  it  was  mentioned  tiiat 
he  said  to  complete  the  purchase  expedition  v;a3  necessary)  I  had  co- 
of  some  tithes  in  the  vicinity  of  pies  made  of  those  abstracts  to  acce- 
Oatland  ;  lam  not  quite  sure  as  to  ierate  the  business.  I  returned  the 
that,  but  I  think  it  was  so;  and  he  abstracts  to  Messrs,  Farrer  and  At- 
said  his  Royal  Higlmess's  then  soiici-  kinson,but  thosethut  I  returned  were 
■   tors,  INIessrs.  Farrer  and  Atkinson,  liever  sent  back  to  lae,  and  the  loan 

was 
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^vas  afterwards  declined,  and  Messrs.  said,  afier  such  a  thing  as  tiiat,  it  wng 

Farrer  and  Atkinson  xdesired  me  to  impossible  but  that  they  must  sepa- 

S€nd  in  my  bill,  which  I  did.  rate,  or  words  to  that  effect. 

Q.Had  you  ever  any  conversation,  Q.  Did  he  complain  of  any  other 

either  at  that  time,  or  any  other,  with  bad  conduct  of  JNIrs.  Clarke  ? 

the  Duke  of  York,  about  INIrs.Clarke?  A.  I  do  not  recollect  that  he  did,  I 

A.  I  had.  think  his  Royal  Highness  said,  that 

..  Q,  Do  you  recollect  that  he  ever  he  had  seiU  the  letter  and  subpcena 

assigned  any  reason  that  was  prcju-  to  Mr   Adam. 

dicial    to    her  character,  when    he  Q. Do  you  recollect  any  thing  fur- 
parted  with  her  ?  ther  that  passed  in  the  conversatioR? 

A.The  Duke  of  York  Stated  to  me,  A.  Tiiere  was  scnething  passed 

that  he  had  been  served  with  a  sub-  about  the  allowance  to  be  niade  Mrs. 

poena  to  appear  in  theConrt  of  Kmg's  Clarke, 

Bench;  I  tAiink  it  was  on  a  trvii  which  Q.  Do  you  recollect  what  that  al* 


was  then  pending,  lu  wdiich  Mrs 
Clarke  was  the  defendant;  which  sub- 
poena had  been  accompaJ^icd  by  a 
very  severe  letter, describing,  her  ver\ 


lowance  was? 

A  His  Roval  Hishness  theDukeof 
York  and  Mr.  Adam  being  pre':ent, 
it  was  mentioned  and  agreed  to,  that 


improper  conduct  in  havmg  pleaded     sl>e  should  be  allowed  4u0/.  a  year  ; 


lier  coverture  to  an  action  brongh 
far  floods  sold  and  delivered  ;  mil  I 
thinlc,  r.pon  a  Bill  of  Exchaiige,  >.me 
or  Cither,  I  do  no*  itrniedi:ar:iy  re- 
coilect  which.  His  Uoyal  Highness 
stated  that  that  whs  <  he  reason  which 
oecasroued  the  separaiior,. 

Q.  Do  you  mean  t©  state,  that  you 


but  it  was  e.^:pressly  mentioned,  that 
she  must  pay  her  own  debts.  Upon 
my  mentioning  the  difficulty  of  that, 
for  ^he  had  told  me  she  was  very 
short  of  money,  his  Uoyal  Iliiiliness 
said,  it  was  not  in  his  power  then  to 
pav  hem,  but  that  she  had  some 
fu)  iiiture  and  valuable  articles  witli 


undeistoocJ,  frojn  the  Duke  of  York,  which  she  could  easily  pay  her  debts, 
that  she  had    done  t>o  v/ithout  his 

J^nowledge?  [The  witness  was  directed  to  wilh« 

A.  He  did  not  state  that;  but  he  draw.] 

Mr.  Perceval  stated  his  opinion,  that  as  t'lcsc  interrogatories 
tlid  not  bring  out  any  thing  applicable  to  the  business  in  question, 
that  the  hon.  gentlen^an  would  feel  that  this  was  not  the  most  pro- 
per course  to  be  pursued. 

jMr.  Wardle  assented,  and  said  he  only  wished  to  put  another 
question  to  this  witness. 

[The  witness  was  again  called  in] 

Q.  Do  yon  recollect  paying  a  bill         A.  The  hon.  Mr.  Turner, 
due  to  Ml-,  few,  for  Mrs.  Clarke.  Q.  Did  you  live  as  butler  in  Glou- 

A.  There  was  a  Mr.  Few  who  had     cester-place  when  Mrs.  Clarke  was 
a  demand  upon  Mrs.  Clarke,  and  I     under  the  protection  of  the  Corn- 
paid  that,  I  do  not  know  the  amount,     mander  in  Ciiief  ? 
Q.  You  paid  it  on  her  account  ? 
A.  I  Did. 
[The  witness  was  directed   to  with- 
draw.] 

(D.vvTD  PiEr.soN  x):nfi  called  in  and 
cTumned  bii  .Nlii.  Wahi^le.) 


A.  Yes  I  did. 

(^.Do  you  recollect  in  th^ summer 
of  180;5,  the  Duke  of  York  going  to 
Wevmouth,  and  Mrs.  Clarke  toWor- 
thing? 

A.  Yes,  I  do. 

Q.  Do  you  recollect  Ludowick,  the 
Q.  With  whom  do  3'ou  now  live  as     servant  that  used  to  attend  the  D.  of 
butler?  York,  being  ordered  by  the  Duke,oM 

au 
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an  evening  about  that  period, to  take 
a  bank  bill  out,  and  get  it  chan<^ed  ? 

A.  I  do  not. 

Q.  Do  you  recollect  any  servant 
being  ordered  by  the  Duke  to  get  a 
bank  note  changed  r 

A.  I  recollect  the  housekeeper,Mrs. 
Favourite,  bringing  down  a  bill  in  a 
morning,  and  Ludowick  croing  out 
and  getting  it  chanced  and  coming 
back,  and  giving  it  to  Mrs.  Favourite 
again,  and  she  took  it  up  stairs. 

Q.  Do  you  recollect  any  servant 
being  ordered  by  the  Duke  to  get  a 
bank  note  changed  c     A.  No. 

Q.Doyou  recollect  Ludowick  tak- 
ing out  a  bank  note  to  be  changed  ? 

A.  Yes  I  do,  on  a  morning 

Q.  Did  you  hear  him  ordered  to 
do  so  by  any  body  ? 

A.  The  housekeeper  gave  him  the 
note;  I  saw  her  cive  hirn  ihe  note, 
and  he  took  it  out. 


Q.  Ho'.v  long  did  you  live  witli 
Mrs.  Clarke  in  Gloucester  place  r 

A.   About  fifteen  months. 
Q.State  whether  any  and  what  ser- 
vants of  the  Duke  of  York  came  to 
Gloucester- place  during  that  time? 

A.  I  never  saw  any  one  but  Lu- 
dowick. 

Q.  Can  you  state,  as  far  as  it 
came;  within  your  knowledge,  that 
no  other  servant  of  the  Duke  of 
York's  came  there  } 

A.  I  never  saw  any  other  servant 
of  the  Duke  of  York's  come  to  the 
house,  but  Ludowick. 

Q.  In  what  year,  and  in  what 
month  in  what  year,  did  this  trans- 
action happen  ? 

A.  About  tliree  years  ago. 

Q.  Do  you  know  the  amount  of 
the  note  ? 

A.  I  do  not. 

Q.  Do  you  mean  that  that  passed 


Q.  Do  you  know  the  amount  of     about  the  month  of  January,  1806^ 


the  note  ? 

A.  No,  I  did  not. 

Q.  Did  you  hear  the  housekeeper 
give  him  the  order  ? 

A.  Yes,  I  did. 

Q.  Do  you  recollfct  v;hat  order 
she  gave  ;  in  what  v/ords  r 

A.  No,  I  do  not  in  particular  re- 
collect what  order  she  gave  him;  but 
she  gave  him  a  note,  and  he  was  to 
go  and  get  it  changed. 

Q.  Are  you  positive  that  that  note 
■'.vas  given  on  the  night,  and  the 
change  brought  back  in  the  morniugf' 

A.  I  am  positive  I  saw  it  given, 

(Bi/  Mr.  Brand.) 

Q.  Was  his  Royal  Highness  the 
Duke  of  York  in  Mrs. Clarke; 's  house 
at  the  time  this  note  was  delivered 
Ludowick  to  gpt  change  ^ 

A.  Yes,  he  was  up  stairs. 

(%  Mr,  War  OLE. 

Q.  At  what  time  in  thq  morning 
was  this  ? 

A.  Near  eiaht  o'clock. 


A.  I  mean  in  July  or  August,  some 
time  then  about;  it  was  hot  weather 
u'hen  iMrs. Clarke  went  to^Vorthing; 
I  do  not  recollect  exactly  the  time, 
but  it  was  in  the  summer  time. 

Q.  How  long  was  it  before  ]\Irs, 
Clarke  went  to  Worthing;  was  it  the 
day  before,  or  tw^o  days  before,  or 
tliree  days  before  ? 

A.  I  do  not  recollevCt  exactly;  but 
it  was  a  short  time  before  she  weui; 
to  Wortliing. 

Q.  Was  It  more  than  three  days  ^ 

A.  I  cannot  be  exactly  certam  lo 
the  time. 

(%  Mr.  Lyttleton". 

"Q.  Is  this  the  only  note  that  you 
ever    recollect  Ludowiak    to    have 
changed  ? 
,  A.  The  only  note, 

Q.  Did  Mrs.'CIarke  go  toWortnlnir 
the  same  day  thai  the  C'ornmarid»r  irt 
Chief  went  to  Weymouth;  did  they 
both  leave  London  the  same  day? 

A.  I  think  the  next  day  ia  the 
morning;   that  Uis  Royal  Highness 


Q.  Do  you*  know  that  the  Duke     went  away  between  tv/elve  and  on^ 
was  up  ?  (ydock,  and  Mrs.  Clarke  at  four  or 

A.  1  am  not  certain  of  that.  five  th«  next  moining. 

Q.  Was 
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Q.  Was  it  the  morning  of  the 
isame  day  that  his  Royal  Highness 
■went  to  Weymouth,  that  Ludovvick 
took  the  note  to  be  changed  ? 


A.    It  was  some  morning  a  little 

time  before. 

[The  witness  was  directed  to  with- 
draw.] 


THIRD  CHARGE. 

Mr.  Wardle  then  stated,  that  he  would  proceed  to  the  next 
cliarge,  and  call  Captain  Sandon. 

(Captain  Huxley  Saxdon  called  in  and  examined  by  Mr.  Wardle.) 

Q.  What  interest  had"  you  in  Co-     who  could  do  any  thing  in  that  way 
""""'"  'for  me  that  I  chose  to  request. 

Q.  Did  he  recommend  youtoMrs. 


lonel  French's  levy  ? 

A.  I  was  concerned  with  him  in 
the  levy. 

Q.  In  what  way,  and  to  what  ex- 
tent? 

A.  A  letter  of  service  was  given  to 
ris  both,  Colonel  French  and  Captain 
Sandon. 

Q.  Do  you  know  jNIrs.  Clarke  ? 

A.  I  do. 

Q.  Did  you  or  Colonel  French  ap- 
ply to  Mrs.  Clarke  for  her  influence 
with  the  Commander  in  Chief,  in  or- 
der to  your  having  this  levy  ? 

A.  In  the  first  instance  we  were  in- 
formed, that  it  was  a  person  who  had 
great  interest  with  a  leading  person  iji 
this  ki  ngdom ;  we  did  not  know  at  the 
moment  that  it  was  Mrs.  Clarke. 

Q.  When  y©u  discovered  it  was 
Mrs.Clarke,  state  vour  proceedings? 

A.  We  did  not  discover  till  we  had 
the  letter  of  service. 


Clarke  ? 

A.  He  recommended  me  to  her 
agent. 

Q.  Who  was  her  agent  ? 

A.  I  understand  a  music-master 
of  the  name  of  Corri. 

Q.  Through  the  means  of  Mr. 
Corri  had  you  any  interview  with 
Mr.  Clarke  ? 

A.  I  really  do  not  know. 

Q.  Had  you  any  interview  with 
j\Irs.  Clarke.? 

A 
that  I  ever  saw  Mrs.  Clarke  ? 

Q.  How  long  afterwards  ? 

A.  I  should  presume  a  month  after 
the  ietter  was  granted  ;  near  upon  a 
month?  Icannot  exactly  say,perl]aps 
to  a  week;  it  might  be  three  week^. 

Q.Whenyou  had  an  interview  with 
Mrs.Clarke,  can  you  recollect  what 


It  was  a  long  time  afterwards 


Q.  \Vhat  passed  with  the  person     passed  between  yourself  and  her  ? 

whom  you  afterwards  discovered  to  A.  Nothing  passed  between  I\Irs. 

be  Mrs".  Clark,  before  you  knew  her     Clarkp  and  myself,  because  every 


to  be  so  ? 

A.  We  proceeded  upon  our  letter 
of  service. 

Q.  Who  gave  you  the  information 
that  took  vou  to  Mrs.  Clarke  ? 


thing  was  arranged  and  settled. 

Q.  For  what  purpose  did  you  ap- 
ply to  Mrs.  Clarke  ? 

A.  It  was  settled  previous' to  that; 
the  letter  of  service  was  granted, and 


A.  Mr.Cockayne,  who  was  my  at-     I  had  every  thing  was  asked. 


torneyjnformed  me,  that  if  1  had  any 
thing*^  particular  to  ask  for  in  the 
War  OtiHce,  or  at  tlie  Commander  in 
Chief's  OtTice,  in  all  probability  he 
could  recommend  me  to  a  person 


Q.  For  what  did   you  apply  to 
Mrs.  Clarke  ? 

A.  Mrs.  Clarke  wished  to  see  me. 
Q.  What  passed  when  she  did  see 
you  }' 

A.  Very 
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A  Very  little.  Colonel  French 
asked  me  to  go  to  Mrs.  Clarke,  who 
was,  as  we  supposed,  the  lady,  or  the 
person,  or  the  agent,  for  we  did  not 
know  at  that  time  whether  it  was 
male  or  female,  at  least  I  did  not 
know:  when  1  went  to  Gloucester 
place,  I  found  it  to  be  a  female. 

Q.  Do  you  know  whether  Colonel 
French  had,  previously  to  that,  seen 
Mrs.  Clarke? 


A.  Colonel  French  had  seen  her 
previous  to  my  having  ever  seen  her. 

Q.  Had  Colonel  French  mention- 
ed the  levy  to  her,-  previous  to  your 
seeing  her? 

A.  I  really  cannot  say  that. 

Q.  Of  your  own  knowledge,  do 
you  know  that  the  levy  had  been 
mentioned  to  her? 

A.  I  really  cannot  say,  Colonel 
French  had  seen  the  person  who  was 
to  get  that;  he  never  mentioned  to 


A-  Most  assuredly  he  had. 

Q.  Do  you  know  when  Colonel  me  whether  it  was  male  or  female. 
French  saw  Mrs.  Clarke?  Q.  Who  was  that  person? 

A.  No,  I  cannot  pretend  to  say         A.  I  really  cannot  say;  I  never 

when.  knew  her  till  I  had  the  pleasure  of 

Q.  Do  you  know  whether  Colonel  being  introduced  to  her,  and  then  I 

French  saw  Mrs.  Clarke  before  he  found  it  was  Mrs.  Clarke, 
received  his  letter  of  service?  Q.  When  was  the  first  time  that 

A.  I  rather  think  not;  the  letter  of  you  recollect  having  spoken  yourself 

service  was  granted  before  he  saw  to  Mrs.  Clarke  upon  the  subject  of 


JNIrs.  Clarke. 

Q.  Then  you  do  know  when  Co- 
lonel French  saw  Mrs.  Clarke? 

A.  No, I  do  not, for  Colonel  French 


the  levy? 

A.  I  really  do  not  recallect  any 
thing  about  it,  for  this  reason,  the 
business  wasentirelv  settled  between 


Vv'as  going  to  Ireland,  he  was  taking  Mrs.  Clarke  and  Colonel  French,  and 

that  part  of  the  letter  of  service;  the  I  thought  I  had  nothing  at  all  to  do 

letter  of  service  was  so  extensive,  it  to  interfere  in  it. 

was  for  England,  Ireland,  and  Scot-  Q.  State  the  way  and  the  terms  on 

land;  he  took  for  Ireland  and  Scoland  which  the  business  was  settled  be- 

and  left  me  to  take  that  for  England,  tween    Colonel    French    and    Mrs. 

Q.Atthis  interview  between  your-  Clarke  and  yourself? 

self  and  Mrs.  Clarke,  what  passed  ?  A. Colonel  French  and  IMrs.Clarke 

A.  I  really  cannot  recollect,  made  it  their  agreement,  which  I  did 

Q.  Do  you  recollect  the  substance  not  understand;  I  was  not  present 

of  it?  when  they  spoke  about  it. 

A.  No,  he  came  to  introduce  me,  Q.  W^hat  passed  between  Colonel 

merely    to  say,    that   was   Captain  French  and  yourself  upon  the  sub- 

Sandon,  and  this  was  Mrs.  Clarke.  ject  ? 

Q.  Do  you  recollect  that  the  levy  A.  Of  course  we  wished  to  get  the 

was  spoken  of  that  day?  levy;  the  letter  of  service. 


A.  No,  I  cannot  take  upon  me  to 
say  that  it  was  mentioned. 

Q.  Can  you  take  upon  you  to  say 
that  it  was  not  mentioned? 

A.  No,  nor  can  I  take  upon  me  to 
say  it  was  mentioned. 


Q.  W^hat  means  did  you  take  to 
get  the  letter  of  service  ? 

A.  I  understand  from  Colonel 
French,  that  he  was  to  give  a  cer- 
tain sum  of  money  for  it. 

Q.  What  passed  between  you  and 


Q.  Do  you  recollect  when  you  or     Colonel  French  upon  that  subject? 
Colonel  French  mentioned  the  levy 
to  Mrs.  Clarke? 

[This  question  was  objected  to,  and  the  witness  ordered  to  with- 
draw.] 

Sir  Arthur  Piggott  wished  to  know  from  Mr.  Wardle  how 
this  could  be  accusatory  of  the  Duke  of  York?  But  at  any  rate  the 
evidence  was  not  admissible. 

NO.  4.  L  The 
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The  Attorney  GENEr.AL  also  thought  that  sucU  evidence  was 
not  admissible. 

Lord  Folkstone  thought  it  might  be  evidence  proper  to  be 
received,  as  these  two  officers  had  joined  in  this  levy  ;  and  it  was 
very  probable  they  did  converse  together  upon  that  service,  and  the 
terms  upon  which  they  were  to  raise  the  men.  It  might  turn  out  to 
be  evidence  too  that  might  affect  the  Duke  of  York. 

Mr.  Yorke,  ^'  I  am'perfectly  persuaded,  that  the  result  of  all 
these  examinations  will  be,  that  there  had  been  somewhere  or  ano- 
ther very  foul  transactions  and  proceedings,  which  it  is  necessary 
for  this  House  to  get  to  tlie  bottom  of.  It  will  not  appear  that  the 
Duke  of  York  has  been  guilty  of  it,  but  there  will  appear  to  have 
been  bribes  given,  and  that  it  may  be  proper  for  this  House  to  con- 
sider what  steps  they  shall  take  upon  this  business.  If  it  may  be 
found  that  there  are  persons  acting  for  the  purpose  of  deceiving- 
officers,  it  may  be  necessary  to  take  the  proper  measures  for  pu- 
nishing those  engaged  in  such  corrupt  transactions.*'  Upon  these 
grounds  he  should  wish  the  hon.  gentleman  not  to  be  interrupted  in 
the  course  of  his  proceedings,  but  that  he  should  go  on  in  a  manner 
that  would  disclose  as  much  as  possible. 

[The  witness  was  again  called  in,  and  the  question  was  proposed.} 

A.  When  I  saw  him,  he  told  me,  any  alteration  in  the  original  letter 

as  he  had  before,  that  he  had  settled  of  service  ?    ^ 

every  thing  with  ]Mrs.  Clarke.  A.  Tliere  was  a  variety  of  altera- 

Q.  Do  you  know  what  were  the  tions  in  theletter  of  service,  because 

terms  concluded  by  that  settlement?  the  bounty  of  different  recruits  were 

A.  Yes,  he  informed  mehe  was  to  raised;  in  the  first  instance,  we  had 

give  her  five  hundred  guineas.  it  at   thirteen  guineas;  the  bounty 

Q.  What  further  ?  was  raised  to  nineteen;  we  thought 

A.  I  understood  that  he  gave  her  of  course  we  were  entitled  to  that 

the  five  hundred  guineas  afterwards,  nineteen   guineas  ;    we    applied   to 

Q.  Do  you  mean,  that  that  was  tlie  Mrs.  Clarke  to  get  that  enlarge- 
only  agreement  with  Mrs.  Clarke,  ment,  without  any  occasion  for  do- 
upon  the  subject?  ingit;  for  of  course  we  could  not 

A.  I  cannot  take  upon  me  to  say  get  men  at  thirteen  guineas  when 

'what  he  made  with  her,  that  was  the  the  line  allowed  nineteen  guineas, 

only  agreement  that  I  k/iow  of.  Q.  You  mean,  that  the  other  re- 

Q.  Did  you  yourself  make  any  a-  rruiting  parties    were  allowed    19, 

greement  with  Mrs.Clarke?  A. None,  and  that  you  were  allowed  13  ? 

Q.  You  have  stated,  that  of  your  A.  Of  course, 

own  knowledge,  you  were  not  aware  Q.  And  that  you  were  not  allowed 

of  any  other  bargain  than  the  five  the  J 9  till  after  you  had  applied  to 

hundred  guineas?  ]sirs.  Clarke  to  use  her  influence  to 

A.  Not  till  he  went  to  Ireland  ?  get  tht-  19  allowed  to  you  ? 

but  previous  to  his  taking  leave  of  '^  A,  All  recruitingparties  werepre- 

me,  he  told  me  that  if  she  Wanted  cisely  in  the  same  situation,  though 

more  money  1  was  to  give  it  to  iier.  we  applied  to  Mrs.  Clarke,  it  must 

Q.  To  what  amount  did  he  autho-  comeoi'jer-^vise,orour  recruitingwas 

rize  you  to  go  ?  ^^  .^„  ^^^^  .  ^^,^.  could  'not  get  a  man. 

A    As  far  as  five,  or  six,  or  seven  Q.  Ygu  stated',   tlj^,   *be  other  re- 

iiundred  pounds  more.  •.•              ^oc      ^      "           '^d  19» 

Q.  Do  you  recollect  any  annlica      TT^i!'^  ^^V^'  .  - '^  ^^^Ov>. 
^ion  being  made  to  Mrs.  ^^^    J]-  ;-  ^^^^  ^^c.,  ,,^  ^^^ 
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A.  It  was  tlie  order  from  Govern- 
ment, that  every  recruiting  party 
should  receive  19  guineas,  it  was 
found  tbatthe  13  guineas  was  not siuf- 
ficient,  the  bounty  was  raised;  and 
though  we  had  engaged  to  do  it  for 
13  we  could  not  do  it  for  that;  and 
on  the  general  bounty  being  raised, 
we  appHed,  and  had  ours  raised  too. 

Q.  To  whom  did  you  apply  ? 

A.  To  the  Commander  in  Chief,  of 
course. 

Q.  Then  you  did  not  apply  upon 
that  occasion  to  Mrs.  Clarke? 

A.  There  was  no  occasion  for  it. 

Q.  Do  you  recollect  that  you  ever 
applied  to  jNIrs.  Clarke,  upon  any 
other  occasion  relative  to  the  levy? 

A.  I  do  not  recollect  that  we  did. 

Q.  As  to  boys? 

A.  That  brings  something  to  my 
recollection  about  boys;  that  in  every 
hundred  men,  we  were  to  have  ten 
boys,  which  were  to  be  allov/ed  the 
bounty  of  the  men ;  but  the  letter  of 
service  will  state  it  better  than  I  can, 
for  it  is  in  the  letter  of  service. 

Q.  Do  you  mean  to  state,  that 
there  was  no  alteration  made  or  ap- 
plied for  with  regard  to  boys,  after 
the  original  letter  of  service? 

A.  Not  after  the  letter  of  fervice. 

Q.  What  alterations  were  made  in 
that  letter  of  service  ? 

A.  The  ten  boys  to  the  hundred 
men. 

Q.  Was  that  done  through  the  in- 
fluence of  Mrs.  Clarke  ? 

A.  I  cannot  take  upon  myself  to 
say,  for  Colonel  French  was  the  per- 
son who  entirely  finished  the  busi- 
ness with  Mrs.  Clarke. 

Q.  Do  you  recollect  that  you  ever 
went  to  the  Commander  in  Chief,  in 
consequence  of  any  communication 
or  message  sent  to  you  by  Mrs. 
Clarke,  at  Lyon's  Inn. 

A.  I  do  not  recollect  it  in  the 
smallest  degree. 

Q.  Do  you  recollect  any  gentle- 
man bringing  you  a  note  or  message 
to  such  eilect  ? 

A.  I  cannot  take  upon  myself  to 
say  any  thing  about  it;  I  do  not  re- 
member. 


Q.  Do  you  know  Mr.  Dowler? 
A.  I  once  had  the  pleasure  of  see- 


ing him  at  Mrs.  Clarke's. 

Q.  Do  you  recollect  any  thing  par- 
ticular that  passed  ? 

A.  Not  a  syllable  passed  between 
Mr.  Dowler  and  myself  upon  the 
subject. 

Q.  Do  you  recollect  INIr.  Dowler 
calling  upon  you  at  Lyon's  Inn? 

A.  JNIr.  Dowler  was  never  at  my 
chambers ;  at  least  I  never  saw  him 
there, 

Q.  Do  you  recollect  that,  in  con- 
sequence of  any  communication  with 
any  person  at  any  time  from  Mrs. 
Clarke,  you  attended  on  the  Duke 
of  York? 

A.  I  once,  in  company  v/ith  Colo- 
nel French,  waited  upon  the  Com- 
mander in  Chief,to  return  hi m  thanks 
for  having  given  us  the  levy.  I  never 
saw  the  Commander  in  Chief  after- 
wards upon  that  subject. 

Q.  State  what  sum  or  sums  of  mo- 
ney were  paid  to  Mrs.  Clarke  by 
yourself,  or  with  your  knowledge, 
upon  this  levy  business. 

A,  At  various  times,  I  conceive 
that  I  paid  her  fiOO/. ;  it  might  be 
830/.  but  no  more. 

Q.  Do  you  recollect  giving  a  check 
upon  Mr.  Grant  for  200/.  in  favour  of 
Mr.  Corri,  on  account  of  the  levy? 
A.  Perfectly  well;  but  it  was  not  a 
check,  it  was  a  draft  of  two  months; 
but  it  was  not  for  Mrs.  Clarke,  it  was 
entirely  for  jNIr.  Corri,  who  had  acted 
as  the  agent  from  her  to  Mr.  Cock- 
a^me,  the  attorney. 

(5.  Do  you  recollect  any  thing  of 
a  loan  of  5000/.  to  the  Commander  in 
Chief,  that  it  was  in  agitation  should 
be  advanced  him  by  Colonel  French? 
A.  I  never  understood  Colonel 
French  to  have  500/.  in  the  world: 
therefore  how  he  could  advance 
5,000/.  I  cannot  tell;  for  our  account 
with  oux  Agent  will  shew  we  were 
very  minus  indeed,  for  we  owe  him 
3,800/.  upon  the  levy. 

Q.  You  do  not  recollect  any  men- 
tion of  such  an  advance  upon  the 
part  of  Colonel  French  ? 
A.  Most  assuredly  not. 
L  2  Q.  Yo» 
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Q.  You  have  Stated,  that  five  hun-  part   of  your   evidence  you   have 

dred  guineas  was  to  be  paid  Mrs.  stated,  that  you  had  some  dealings 

Clarke  at  first;  and  then,  that  you  with  respect  to  this  business  with  one 

have  paid  her  from  8  to  900/.  since  ?  Corri,  a  music-master ;  what  passed 

A.  I  think  850/.     I  have  the  exact  between  yourself  and  Mr.  Corri? 

sums  in  my  pocket  book ;  it  appears  A.  Precisely  what  I  have  related  ; 

by  that,  that  it  is  830/.  that  he  was  to  have  200/.  for  the  in- 

Q.  Can  you  state,wliether  that  850/.  troduction,  and  any  thing  that  Mrs. 

arose outofanyparticular agreement,  Clarke  and  Colonel  French  settled; 

at  so  much  a  man  raised,  or  in  v  hat  he  had  nothing  more  to  do  with  it 

proportion  Mrs.  Clarke  was  paid?  '  Q.I  understand  you  to  have  stated 

A,  It  was  to  be  general;  if  our  levy  that  to  have  passed  previous  to  the 

liad  succeeded,we  were  to  have  made  granting  of  the  letter  of  service  ? 

her  a  present  of,  perhaps,  a  couple  of  A.  The  two  hundred  pounds  was 

thousand  pounds.  It  appeared  tome  paid  to  him  after  the  letter  of  service 

there  was  no  explicit  agreement  that  was  granted;  because,  if  nothing  was 

a  certain  su;n  should  be  given.    But  carried  he  was  to  receive  nothing, 

our  levy  failed,  and  we  were  very  Q.Thisstipulation  was  made  with 

much  out  of  pocket;  she  was  the  only  jNIr.  Corri,  in  case  he  should  succeed, 

gainer  I  believe,  upon  the  business.  by  means  of  Mrs.  Clarke,  in  procur- 

Q.  Do  you  recollect  how  you  re-  ing  theletter  of  service? 

mitted  her  these  sums  you  have  aien-  A.  He  did  not  precisely  know  what 

tioned  ?  it  was  we  wanted  of  Mrs.  Clarke ;  we 

A.  Generally  by  bank  notes;  I  ge-  did  not  tell  him  what  we  virished  to 

nerally  gave  them  to  her  myself.  speak  to  Mrs.  Clarke  upon. 

Q.  Did  you  ever  give  her  any  large  Q.  You  mean  to  state,  that  you 

sum  of  the  8501.  at  once?  only  applied  to  Mr.  Corri  for  an  in- 

A.  Two  hundred  pounds  was  the  troduction  to  Mrs.  Clarke,  without 

largest  sum  I  ever  gave  her  at  once,  stating  what  use  you  meant  to  make 

Q. Endeavour  to  recollect,vvhether  of  that  introduction  ? 

Mr.  Dovvler  did  not  call  upon  you  at  A.  We  certainly  did  not  inform 

Lyon's  Inn,  and  that  you  yourself  IMr.  Corri,  the  music-master,  what 

might  state  that    ISIri.  Clarke  was  we  meant  to  do  with  Mrs.  Clarke, 

over-pad,  and  that  you  had  no  mo-  Q«  You  mean  to  state,  that  you^ 

ney  for  her  at  that  time?     A.  No.  only  applied  to  INIr.  Corri   for  an 

Q.  You  do  not  recollect  any  thing  introduction  to  Mrs.  Clarke,  with- 

of  that  circumstance  ?  out  stating  what  use  you  meant  to 

A.  No;  Mr.  Dowler  never  called  make  of  that  introduction? 

upon  me  with  that  message.  A.  Mr  Corri  spoke  to  Mr.  Cock- 

Q.Colonel  French  never  stated  ex-  ayne,  to  make  him  a  friend;  Mr. 

actly  to  you  the  original  bargain  be-  Cockayne  was  the  person  that  we 

tween  him  and  Mrs.  Clarke?  had  to  do  v;ith  upon  the  business  al- 

A.  I  understood  the  five  hundred  together;  Mr.  Corri  had  nothing  to 
guineas  in  the  first  instance,and  200/.  do  with  it,  he  did  not  know  what  we 
toMr.Corrijand  it  was  left  to  mydis-  were  to  do  with  Mrs.  Clarke  ;  it  was 
cretion  to  make  up  the  '2,0001.  as  the  merely  that  he  could  get  letters  or 
levy  succeeded,  or  nf>4::  if  we  succeed-  any  proposition  conveyed  to  her. 
p.d  in  the  levy,  we  might  have  gone  on  Q.  What  passed  with  iNlr.  Cock- 
to  the  2,000/.  perhaps ;  if  nor,  it  was  ayne? 

left  entirely  to  m.y  discretion.  A.  I  do  not  know  what  passed  be- 

.y,    ,.      -                       ^  tween  him  and  Mr.  Cockayne. 

(Bi/  Ur.  Lyttleto>.)  q  Yq^ havementioned  thatseve- 

Q.  You  have  stated  that  you  never  ral  sums  were  agreed  to  be  paid  to 

saw  Mrs.Clarke  till  after  the  letter  of  Mrs.Clarke  ;  state  whetheryou  know 

service  was  graiUed;  but  in  a  former  that  fact  t^^your  own  knowledge,  or 

whether 
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vvhetberitisby  hearsay  from  Colonel  it  to  tlie  trial.     I  really  cannot  say 

French  ?  whether   the  Commander   in  Chief 

A.  The  850/.  t  paid  myself;  the  would  refuse  it  or  not,  I  -^'o  not  see 

500  guineas,  I  understood  from  Co-  why  be  should  refuse  it. 

lonel  French,  that  he  had  paid.  Q.  Had  you  not  reason  to  believe, 

Q.  How  often  did  you  see  Mrs.  thattheapplication  would  be  refused 

Clarke  during  the  negociation  res-  by  the  Commander  in  Chief  at  that 

pecting  this  levy  ?  time? 

A.  Previous  to  the  letter  of  ser-  A.  I  bad  no  reason  to  believe  it 

vice  being  granted  I  never  saw  her.  would    be;    we  bad    done   nothing 

Q.  How  often  did  you  see  her  that  was  improper,  and  why  sliould 

during  the  whole  negociation  ?  it  be  refused :  I  do  not  think  it  would 

A.  I  dare  say  fifty  times.  have  been  refused. 
"    Q.  Was   any    direct    application  Q.  If  you  did  not  think  that  the  let- 
made  to  the  Commander  in  Chief,  ter  of  service  would  be  refused,  bow 
upon  the  subject  of  this  levy,  from  happened  it  that  any  application  was 
Colonel  French  and  yourself?  made  to  any  other  person  than  the 

A.  Of  course,  a  regular  applica-  Commander  in  Chief,  and  why  was  a 

tion  was  made  from  Colonel  French  sum  of  money  promised  to  obtain  it  ? 

and  myself,  to  grant  us  this  letter  of  A.  It  would  facilitate  the  letter  of 

service ;  that  went  through  the  re-  service  when  we  presented  the  letter, 

gular  office,  and  we  received  the  re-  of  course;  and  that  was  the  reason 

gular  answer.                  "  why  we  applied  to  the  person  in 

Q.  It  was  long  subsequent  to  that,  power. 

that  you  and  Colonel  French  applied  /r>    o       rn               rr-              \ 

J     •    r  -1     1           ^.Ur..  ,\\^r.f  (By  Sir  Thomas  TuRTON.) 

to  other  uidividuals  upon  the  subject.  ^  ^                                           ^ 

A.  That  I  cannot  take  upon  me  to  Q.  How  long  was  the  promise  of 

say.     Colonel  French  came  to  town,  500  guineas,  before  the  letter  of  ser- 

he  had  been  raising  two  levies  in  Ire-  vice  was  granted  ? 

landjhehadraisedtbem  with  prompt-  A.  It  was  a  long  time  before  we 

ness  and  credit  to  himself,  and  great  got  the  letter  of  service;  it  was  very 

satisfaction   to  the  Commander  in  near  upon  two  months  or  ten  weeks. 

Chief;  he  asked  me,  whether  I  would  before  we  got  it, after  the  firstproposal 

join  him  in  getting  the  levy,  and  I  Q.  What  was  the  reason  alledged 

imagined  that  the  length  of  my  ser-  by  Colonel  French   to  you,  for  the 

vice  entitled  me  to  ask  of  the  Com-  further  advance  of  the  7  or  800/? 

mander  in  Chief  for  this  levy  with  A.  He  gave  me  no  particular  rea- 

Colonel  French.  son ;  he  said  that  I  had  better  give 

Q.  For  what  purpose  was  the  sum  her  that  sum:  he  gave  me  no  parti- 

of  500  guineas  promised  by  Colonel  cular  reason. 

French  to  Mrs.  Clarke  ?  Q.  Have  j^ou  any,  and  what  rea- 

A.  When  we  understood  that  this  son  to    believe,  that  the   letter  of 

music- master  could  introduce  us  to  a  service  was  e.xpedit:^d  by  the  money 

person  in  verygreat  power,wethought  given  to  Mrs.  Clarke? 

that  we  had  better  give  the  five  hun-  A.  My  own  private  opinion  was, 

dredpoundsfortheirassistance,who-  that  it  was  not;  for,  I  think,  she  bad 

ever  it  was,  whether  male  or  female;  very  little  inlluence  with  the  Com- 

and,  then  in  the  regular  form,  we  ap-  mander  iu  Chief, 

plied  to  the  Commander  in  Chief.  Q.  Have  you   any  reason  to  be- 

Q.  Had  you  not  reason  to  believe,  lieve,  that  the  Commander  in  Chief 

that  the  application  would  be  refused  was   privy  to   the  money  given    to 

by  the  Commander  in  Chief  at  that  Mrs.  Clarke? 

lime?  A.  None  in  the  world;  I  never 

A,  It  had  not  been  refused,  we  could  have  the  idea. 

never  had  a  refusal;  we  did  not  put  Q.  Having  stated,  that  you  consi- 
dered 
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dered  the  influence  of  Mrs  Clarke  to 
be  very  small,  upon  what  grounds  do 
you  found  that  opinion? 

A.  The  length  of  the  time  we  had 
been  in  obtaining  the  letter  of  service, 

{Bj/  Mr.  Yorke.) 

Q.  Had  you  any  conversation 
yourself  with  Mr.  Cockayne,  respect- 
ing this  transaction  ? 

A.  No,  it  was  merely  we  were  to 
be  introduced  to  this  person  who 
had  great  power,  and  there  to  state 
what  we  wanted  to  them. 

Q.  You  have  continually  said,  you 
were  informed  that  a  person  had  an 
influence  with  a  great  personage; 
by  whom  were  you  so  informed? 

A.  Mr.  Corri,  the  music-master. 

Q.  What  communication  had  you 
with  Mr.  Corri,  the  music- master, 
with  reference  to  this  transaction  ? 

A.  He  was  a  client  to  Mr-  Cock- 
ayne, and  he  proposed,  or  mentioned, 
somethino;  of  tliis  nature  to  Mr  Cock- 
ayne,  saying,  that  if  any  of  his  friends 
were  military,  and  wished  any  assist- 
ance in  the  War- office, or  the  office  of 
the  Commander  in  Chief,  he  could 
assist  them,  through  his  introduction. 

Q.  What  did  Mr.Corri  mention  to 
you?  what  personal  communication 
was  there  between  you  and  Mr  Corri? 

A.  Nothing  more  than  I  say;  I 
saw  Mr.  Corri  once  or  twice,  and  he 
would  not  tell  me  the  name  of  the 
person;  but  he  still  persisted  in 
repeating  what  I  have  mentioned, 
that  he  had  interest  with  this  person. 

Q.  Did  the  proposal  come  from  you 
to  Mr.Corri,or  from  Mr.Corri  to  you, 
and  in  what  terms  and  what  manner? 

A.  Mr.  Corri  proposed  it  to  Mr. 
Cockayne,  INlr.  Cockayne  mentioned 
it  to  me,  and  then  an  interview  took 
place  between  Mr.  Corri  and  me. 

Q.  Then  I  now  understand,  you 
had  a  personal  communication  with 
Mr.  Cockayne  yourseli  ? 

A.  Mr.  Cockayne  was  the  person 
who  introduced  Mr.  Corri  to  me. 

Q.  How  did  he  introduce  him, 
and  open  the  subject? 

A.  Exactly  as  i  have  mentioned. 
This  man  was  a  client  of  Mr.  Cock- 


ayne; he  informed  Mr.  Cockayne, 
that  if  any  of  his  friends  were  mili- 
tary, and  wished  for  assistance  in  the 
War-office,  or  the  Commander  in 
Chiefs  office,  he  had  a  person  of  his 
acquaintance  that  could  be  of  very 
great  use  to  them. 

Q.  You  are  now  only  stating  the 
conversation  between  Mr.Cocka3^ne 
and  ^Ir.  Corri;  did  Mr.  Cockayne 
relate  to  you,  that  he  had  had  such 
a  conversation  with  Mr.  Corri,  and 
what  he  would  propose  to  you  in 
consequence  of  that  conversation  ? 

A.  He  did  relate  it  to  me,  and  I 
begged  to  he  introduced,  or  to  have 
an  interview  with  Mr,  Corri. 

Q.  Did  Mr.  Cockayne  come  to 
search  out  you,  or  did  you  go  to 
search  out  Mr.  Cockayne? 

A.  I  really  cannot  say;  he  was  a 
client  of  Mr.  Cockayne;  ISIr.  Cock- 
ayne is  an  attorney. 

Q.  IN  Jr.  Corri  was  a  client  of  Cockr 
avne?     A.  Yes. 

Q.  You  have  been  relating  a  con- 
versation between  yourself  and  Mr. 
Cockayne;  did  Mr.  Cockayne  come 
to  you  to  inform  you  of  this  channel,or 
did  you  go  to  searchfor  Mr.Cockayne? 

A.  INlr.Cockayne  was  my  attorney; 
and  going  there  upon  other  business:, 
he  then  related  this  to  me. 

Q.  Did  that  interview  with  Mr. 
Corri,  in  which  200/.  was  offered  to 
Mr.  Corri  for  his  good  services,  take 
place  previous  to  the  regular  appli- 
cation to  the  Commander  in  Chief? 

A ,  No,  I  beiive  it  was  not ;  we 
did  not  mention  any  thing  to  him 
about  the  200/.  then. 

Q.  When  was  anything  mentioned 
about  the  200/.  to'Mr.  Corri? 

A.  After  the  letter  of  service  was 
granted. 

Q.  For  what  purpose  was  the  2001 
offeree^  to  him  ? 

A.  He  had  previously  mentioned, 
that  he  expected  something  for  his 
trouble,  in  the  event  of  the  letter  of 
service  being  obtained,  but  no  sum 
was  named. 

Q.  Was  the  application  to  Mr. 
Coiri  previous  to  the  application  to 
the  Comartinder  in  Chief? 

A.  No, 


87 


A.  No,  certainly  hot/ 

Q.  Wiis  your  first  interview  with 
Mr.Corri  previous  toyour  regular  ap- 
plication to  the  Commander  inChief? 

A.  Assuredly. 

Q.  And,  in  that  interview,  it  was 
understood,  that  Mr.  Corri  v/ould 
give  you  his  good  offices  ? 

A.  With  his  friend,  which  was  Mrs. 
Clarke. 

Q.  Was  the  offer  of  500  guineas  to 
Mrs. Clarke  made  with  your  privity  ? 

A.  Certainly  it  was;  I  empowered 
Colonel  French  to  write  thus  much  to 
the  person  v/ho,  we  understood,  was 
to  be  our  friend  in  the  business. 
.  Q.  Was  that  previous  to  the  regu- 
lar application  ?    A.  Certainly. 

Q.  Did  you  ever^mention  to  Colo- 
nel French  your*  idea,  that  JMrs. 
Clarke  had  not  much  interest  with 
the  Commander  in  Chief? 

A.  Repeatedly, 

Q.  What  was  Colonel  French's 
observation  ? 

A.  "  We  had  better  see  what  she 
can  do  ?" 

Q.  Did  Colonel  French  mention  to 
you  the  necessity  for  keeping  this 
transaction  secret  ? 

A.  Most  assuredly  he  did;  cer- 
tainlv. 

<j 

Q.  From  whom  did  you  suppose 
it  was  to  be  kept  secret? 

A.  It  was  required,  from  the  per- 
son who  was  unknown  to  us,  that  it 
should  be  kept  secret. 

Q.  Do  you  mean  tiie  person  who 
was  thfn  unknown  to  you,  as  being 
Mrs.  Clarke? 

A.  As  it  proved  afterwards. 

Q.  Do  yon  mean  to  say,  that 
Mrs.Clarke  required  this  transaction 
should  be  kept  secret  ? 

A.  Not  a  doubt  about  it;  that  she 
requested  it  upon  all  occasions;  and 
when  I  have  seen  Mrs.Clarke ;  she  re- 

questedlwould  not  mention  her  name 
or  the  Commander  in  Chief's  name. 

Q.  From  whom  did  Mrs,  Clarke 
wish  it  to  be  kept  a  secret  ? 

A.  From  all  the  world,  from  every 
body. 

A.  Did  Mrs.  Clarke  ever  mention 


a  wish  that  it  should  be  kept  secret 
from  the  Duke  of  York,  her  having 
received  any  money  ? 

A.  Most  assuredly,  she  begged 
that  it  might  never  escape  my  lips 
to  any  body. 

Q.  I'hen  from  conversation  you 
have  had  with  Mrs.Clarke  from  time 
to  time,  had  you  reason  to  suppose 
that  she  kept  it  secret  from  theDuke 
of  York  ? 

A,  I  cannot  pretend  to  say  that; 
I  know  nothing  about  what  she  did 
with  the  Duke  of  York.  (A  Jjaiigh.) 

Q.  Do  you  mean  in  the  last  answer 
but  one,  that  she  wished  you  should 
keep  it  secretfrom  the  Duke  of  York? 

A.  And  every  body  else  as  well. 

Q.  1  ask  particularly  as  to  the 
Duke  of  York. 

A.  Yes,  certainly  she  did. 

Q.  Was  any  money  paid  to  Mrs. 
Clarke  before  the  letter  of  service 
was  obtained?     A.  No,  nothing, 

(By  Sir  T.  Turton.; 

Q.  I  understand  you  to  have  stated, 
that  you  have  seen  Mrs.  Clarke  to  the 
number  of  fifty  times;  in  any  of  those 
times  did  she  ever  inform  you  that 
the  Duke  of  York  was  privy  to  the 
transaction  of  her  taking  any  money? 

A.  Never. 

Q.  Did  she  ever  at  any  of  those 
times  inform  you  that  the  Duke  of 
York  knew  of  the  application  to  her? 

A.  No,  she  did  not. 

(By  Mr.  Barham.^ 

Q.  Was  the  money  which  was  paid 
to  Mrs.Clarke,paid  solely  on  account 
of  Colonel  French,  or  were  you  inte- 
rested in  that  money  yourself  I 

A.  I  had  part  of  the  levy,  and  the 
money  that  was  paid  by  us,  was  from 
the  joint  stock. 

Q.  When  you  had  conccived,from 
the  delay  of  the  letter  of  service,  that 
Mrs.  Clarke  had  very  little  interest 
with  theDuke  of  York, with  what  mo- 
tive did  you  consent  that  your  money 
should  be  thrown  away  afterwai'dsto 
the  amount  of  850/.  to  a  person  who 
had,  in  your  opinion,  no  interest  ? 
A.  I  have  only  to  say,  that  she  per- 
suaded 
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suaded  us  to  the  contrary,  and  said  know  wliat  the  consequence  of  their 

that  she  had  a  great  deal  of  influ-  going  to  her  was?     A.  Yes. 

ence  over  the  Commander  in  Chief.  Q.  Say  what  it  was. 

Q.Iunderstoodyou  to  say,that  you  A.  Cap'tainSandon  was  introduced 

had  condudcd,  from  the  delay  of  the  to  me  by  Mr.  Cockayne :  and  he  told 

letter  ot  service,  she  had  very  little  me  that  he  knew  thatlwas  acquainted 

interest  with  the  Duke  of  York  ?  with  the  lady  who  had  a  great  inRu- 

A.  That  was  my  opinion.  ence  in  theWar-office;  and  he  told  me 

Q.  And  I  understood  vou  to  say,  that  if  I  would  speak  to  this  lady,she 

that,subsequent  to  the  letter,youhad  would  have  -2,000/.  for  what  I  lecol- 

paid  her850/,consequently  your  pay-  lect,  for  the  levy  of  the  troops.  I  told 

mentof  850/.was  subsequent  to  your  himlwould  speak  to  I\Irs.Clarke,and 

conviction  that  she  had  little  inter-  so  I  did  ;  and  gave  him  the  answer, 

est  with  the  Dake  of  York  :   state  tliatshe  would  try  what  she  could; 

therefore  why,  having  that  convic-  but  she  said  at  the  same  time, it  was 

tion  at  that  time,  as  you  have  stated,  a  very  difficult  matter,  that  she  was 

you   consented    that   your   money,  obliged  to  break  through  it  gradual- 

to  the  amount  of  850/.  should   be  lyt  and  could  recommend  nobody 

thrown  away?  but  people  of  character,and  qualified 

A.   It  was  my  opinion,  but  it  was  for  the  place,  and  to  go  through  thoL 

not  Colonel  French's.  War-office  as  every  body  else  was, 

Q.    Do  you  recollect  the  date  of  and  this  I  told  Captain  Sandon. 

your  application  for  the   letter   of  Q.  Doyou,ofyour  ownknov/ledge, 

service?     A.  No,  I  do  not.                 ^  know  any  thing  more  of  the  bargain 

Q.    State  by  what  sums  the  850/.  between  INIrs.  Clarke  and    Colonel 

which  you  paid  to  Mrs.  Clarke,  was  French  and  Captain  Huxley  Sandon? 

^^'^e  up  ?  A.  Yes.  Captain  Sandon  came  to 

A.   100/.   100/.  200/.  100/.    150/.  me,   and  said  that    the   Duke  had 

100/.  and  100/.  screwed  them  down  very  hard,  and 

Q.  Will  you  state  the  dates  ?  that  he  could  only  give700/.  ^'Well," 

A.  I  have  no  dates.  T  said,  *'  it  is  all  the  same  to  me  what 

[The    Witness   was   directed    to  you  will  give,  and  i  will  tell  her  what 

withdraw.]  you  say  ;"  and  I  told  Mrs.  Clarke  of 

(Mr.Domixgo  CoRRi  wascnlkdin,  this  new  proposal.  In  this  interme- 

<ind examined  by  ^Ui.\Y AVxD-LT..)  dium,  Captaiu   Sandon  introduced 

Q.  Do  you  know  Colonel  French  himself,  as   I  said  before,  to   Mrs. 

and  Captain  Iluxlcy  Sandon  ?  Clarke,  and  I  never  heard  anymore 

A.  Only  Captain  Sandon  ;  I  never  of  the  business  ;    they  settled   it  by 

saw  Colonel  French.  them&elves;  except  in  the  month  of 

Q.   Do  you  recollect  introducing  June,  1804,  Mr.Cockayne sent  tome 

Captain  Sandon  to  Mrs.  Clarke  ?  atthecoffee-house,theCannoncoffee- 

A.  I  never  introduced  him;  he  house,and  he  brought  a  bill,Ibelicve, 

introduced  himself,  whichi  never  looked  at,for200/.pay- 

Q.   Did  3'ou  give  him  the  direc-  able  to  my  order,  he  said,  upon  Mr. 

tion  that  enabled  him  to  introduce  Grant.  Idid  not  look  at  the  bill;  Iput 

himself?.  my  name,  and  gave  it  to  Mr.  Cock- 

A.  Quite  the  contrary  ;  he  asked  aync,  and  said  you  had  better  keep 
me  v«ry  often,  but  I  never  would  tell  it  yourself,  I  am  under  an  obligation 
him  r  he  asked  me  several  times,  to  you,  you  had  better  keep  it.  And 
and  I  always  told  him  I  could  not  that  was  the  end  of  my  business, 
say  who  the  lady  was  ;  but  he  found  Q.  Do  you,  of  your  own  know- 
it  out  himself,  and  told  me  he  knew  ledge,  know  nothing  further  of  the 
the  name  of  the  person,  and  that  bargain  that  was  made  ? 
Colonel  French  had  gone  to  her.  A.  Nothing  more;  several  people 

Q  Do  you  of}  our  own  knowledge  came   to  me   applying    to  me   for 

places, 
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places,  and  I  told  Mrs.  Clarke ;  but 
I  never  heard  any  more.  She  was 
very  anxious  to  get  the  Gazette  every 
nsght,  expecting  places;  but  I  know 
nothing  more  of  the  parties,  for  I  in- 
troduced them  to  her,  and  I  had  no- 
thing more  to  do  with  it,  and  no  more 
business  of  any  sort  passed  between 
Mrs.  Clarke  and  me,  except  the  mu- 
sic. 

Q.  Have  you,  since  this  business 
came  before  the  House,  destroyed  any 
papers  ? 

A.  i  destroyed  a  paper  in  the  month 
of  July,  the  same  year,  soon  after  Cap- 
tain Sandon's  business.  One  day  I 
went  to  Mrs.  Clarke's  house,  and  she 
told  me  she  was  coming  to  me  ;  that 
there  was  a  terrible  noise;  that  the 
Duke  was  Very  angry,  and  desired  I 
would  burn  all  papers  and  letters  that 
I  had  ;  consequently  I  burned  all  the 
letters  at  that  time. 

Q.  Have  you  burned  any  papers 
since  this  business  came  before  the 
House  ? 

A.  I  had  none ;  I  have  four  letters 
ft)  my  pocket  now,  which  I  received 
from  Mrs.  Clarke  since  the  1st  of 
..January;  but  I  was  terrified  at  that 
time,  and  did  not  like  the  business, 
and  I  destroyed  the  papers  which  I 
had  at  the  time  of  this  transaction  im- 
mediately after  it  had  taken  place.  (A 
laugh.) 

{Bij  Mr,  Lyttleton.) 

Q.  Are  the  four  letters,  which  you 
have  now  in  your  pocket,  to  the  same 
purport  with  tlie  papers  you  burned 
before  ? 

A.  No,  Invitations  to  go  and  see  her, 
to  go  and  spend  the  sixth  day  of  the 
year  with  her  ;  the  first  was  an  invi- 
tation to  see  her.  The  first  day  I  went 
there  was  the  sixth,  and  slj^e  desired 
me  to  dine,  and  sup,  and  to  remain 
the  whole  evening,  which  I  did  ;  and 
on  the  15th  I  went  and  supped  there 
again. 

Q.  Has  Mrs.  Clarke  ever  stated  to 
you  any  thing  respecting  the  Duke 
of  York's  opinion  respecting  these 
transactions  ? 

A.  SIi,enevertalked any  thing  to  me; 

Na.  4. 


she  always  told  me  the  same  thing 
she  had  before,  that  it  was  always  a 
very  delicate  thing  to  open  such  mat- 
ters to  the  Duke. 

Q.  When  Mrt.  Clarke  Stated  to  you 
that  the  Duke  was  very  angry  at  what 
had  passed,  upon  which  statement  you 
burned  the  papers;  did  she  explaia 
herself  any  thing  iurther,  and  state  at 
what  the  Duke  was  angry  ? 

A.  Yes ;  she  told  me  at  that  time 
thiit  the  Duke  was  watched  very 
close  by  Colonel  Gordon,  and  that 
Mr.  Greenwood  also  watched  her  mo- 
tions ;  therefore  she  was  so  situated, 
she  could  get  nothing  almost. 

Q.  What  was  the  paper  which  you 
destroyed  ? 

A.  O,  just  common  things  ;  I  could 
not  remember  five  years  ago;  a  de- 
sire to  Captain  Sandon  to  go  such  a 
day  to  the  War-oftice,  or  something  of 
that  kind.  I  was  there  every  day  of 
the  year  ;  consequently  we  had  plenty 
of  time  for  conversation,  and  she  need 
not  send  letters  to  me. 

(By  Mr.  Beresford.) 

Q.  W  :a::  <lo  you  mean  by  saying 
you  destroyed  papers  ? 

A.  I  mean,  that  Mrs.  Clarke  said 
to  me,  that  I  should  destroy  every 
paper  (because  the  Duke  had  heard 
of  something  of  the  kind,  and  he  was 
very  angry  indeed),  *'  for  God's  sake;" 
and  my  wife  was  present  at  this  con- 
versation, and  she  went  home  and 
burned  the  letters  ;  further,  she  told 
me  that  perhaps  we  should  be  called 
where  I  have  the  honour  to  be  uow. 
(A  laugh.) 

Q.  Did  Mrs.  Clarke  mean  to  state, 
that  the  Duke  of  York  suspected  that 
there'had  been  some  correspondence- 
between  her  and  Captain  Huxley  San- 
don, and  that  the  fear  of  the  Duke's 
discovering  that  induced  her  to  desire 
you  to  destroy  all  letters  that  bad 
passed  upon  that  subject? 

A.  She  was  just  going  to  Kensing- 
ton gardens  at  the  time,  the  carriage 
was  at  the  door,  and  she  said  in  a 
great  hurry,  "  For  God's  sake  go 
homea»d  burn  the  lettei-s;"  ajid  there 
was  v«ry  uttk  raorc  pas3ed  in  the 
hurry. 
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(By  Mr.  Croker.) 

Q.  You  have  stated,  that  you  put 
your  name  upon  a  bill  for  200^.  and 
returned  it  to  Mr.  Cockayne,  saying 
that  you  had  obligations  to  him  ;  do 
you  mean  to  say,  that  you  got  no  re- 
muneration or  reward  for  your  ser- 
▼Ices  in  the  transaction  between  Mr. 
Huxley  Sandon  and  Mrs.  Clarke  ? 

A.  Kone  whatever,  not  one  shil- 
ling. 

Q.  What  induced  you  to  put  your 
name  on  that  bill  ? 

A.  Because  Mr.  Cockayne  told  me 
it  was  payable  to  Hiy  order  ;  I  did  not 
fead  the  bill. 

Q.  Did  yoQ  owe  Mr.  Cockayne 
any  money  ? 

A.  Yes,  I  have  Mr.  Cockayne's 
account  here  from  the  year  1802  to 
1806,  debtor  and  creditor,  and  not 
•ne  penny  creditor  but  the  200/.  which 
took  place  in  the  year  1804. 

Q.  What  obligations  did  you  mean, 
in  consideration  of  which  you  gave 
Mv.  Cockayne  this  bill  of  200/.  ? 

A.  tthought,  in  the  first  place,  that 
i»e  was  entitled  to  the  half,  if  it  had 
been  for  u^,  for  1  never  asked  any 
thing  ;  and  I  thought  he  should  have 
the  half ;  and  at  the  time  I  said,  "  You 
may  as  well  keep  the  whole,  you  are 
very  welcome  ;"  and  ke  said,  it  is  a 
very  good  act  of  generosity,  Mr.  Cor- 
«i.  (A  laugh.) 

Q.  Do  you  know  whether  Mr. 
Cockayne  got  the  money  for  that 
feiU  ? 

A.  I  know  nothing  about  it;  he 
■wrote  me  a  letter,  thanking  me  for 
this  act  of  generosity, 

(By  Mr.  SHERiDAJf,) 

Q.  In  this  letter  of  Mrs.  Clarke's, 
which  you  state  yourself  to  hare  de- 
stroyed, did  she  express  any  appre- 
hensions of  the  Duke  of  York's  know- 
ing any  thing  about  the  transactions 
in  which  yourself  and  she  were  con- 
cerned ? 

A.  Yes,  it  was  in  consequenc*  of 
that  that  the  Duke  had  heard  some- 
thing which  had  transpired,  and  that 
he  was  very  angry,  and  that  ws  should 
ke  ealied  td  this  Hous<i, 


Q.  You  have  stated,  that  you  have 
seen  Mrs.  Clarke  twice  since  the  1st 
of  January,  on  the  6th  and  the  13th  ; 
was  there  any  conversation  at  either 
of  those  meetings,  when  you  supped 
each  time,  respecting  the  transactioa 
to  which  this  related  ? 

A.  Yes,  I  was  a  little  surprised,  be- 
cause soon  after  dinner  she  sent  for 
the  twelfth  cake,  and  they  sent,  for  a 
compliment,  to  some  gentlemen,  and 
two  gentlemen  came  in  the  evening  ; 
and  as  soon  as  they  came,  the  conrer- 
s.Uion  of  tliis  aiTair  of  Mr.  Sandon  was 
introduced,  and  I  repeated  every  word 
there  just  a*  I  have  here,  that  Captain 
Sandon  told  me  she  had  received  the 
50D/.  and  Mr.  Cockayne  had  received 
the  '200/. ;  and  they  were  laughing  at 
me,  saying  what  a  fool  I  had  been ; 
and  this  was  the  topic  of  the  conver- 
SLition  of  the  whole  night  almost.  (A 
laugh.) 

Q.  You  have  stated,  that  you  wert 
surprised  at  that  conversation  having 
been  introduced  by  Mrs.  Clarke  that 
evening  ;  did  Mrs.  Clarke  assign  any 
recson  for  introducing  that  conver- 
sation on  the  arrival  of  the  two 
gentlemen  you  have  mentioned  ? 

A.  No. 

Q.  Did  Mi-s.  Clarke  allude  to  anf 
other  traniactiou  of  a  similar  nature, 
before  these  gentlemen  } 

A.  No,  the  rest  was  spent  in  convi- 
vial conversation  and  merriment,  and 
I  left  tlie  gentlemen  tli^ere  at  twelve 
o'clock,  or  a  little  after  twelve,  drink- 
ing thfre. 

Q.  Do  you  know  who  the  gentle- 
men were  ? 

A.  I  could  describe  the  person ; 
one  I  know,  and  knew  the  second 
time;  she  did  not  tell  me  the  first 
time ;  but  the  second  time  she  did, 
and  introduced  me  to  him  ;  she  ask- 
ed me  the  first  time,  whether  I  could 
tell  who  he  was,  I  told  her  he  appear- 
ed to  me  to  be  a  lawyer  ;  he  laughed 
very  much,  this  gentleman  did,  and  I 
knew  no  more  the  first  time ;  the  se- 
cond time  I  could  tell  you  who  he  was; 
if  you  please. 

Q.  Were  the  same  gentlemon  pre- 
sent botU  upon  the  6th  a*d  upon  the 
i5th  > 

A.  The 
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A.  The  15th  I  am  not  altogether 
certain  as  to  the  little  one ;  the  Jong 
nosed  one,  the  friend  of  Mrs.  Clarke, 
he  was  there,  and  she  introduced  me 
to  him ;  but  I  believe  the  other  one 
"was  there  too,  from  my  recollection. 

Q.  Who  ^vas  the  gentleman  whots 
you  do  know  ? 

A.  Must  I  tell,  for  she  told  ijje  in 
secret  ? 

[The  witness  was  directed  to  answer 
the  question.] 

A.  She  told  me  it  was  Mr.  Mellish, 
the  member,  who,  1  suppose,  is  in  the 
House. 

Q.  Do  you  know  who  the  other 
gentleman  was  ? 

A.  I  could  describe  the  figure,  if  I 
could  see  him  ;  my  sight  was  not  very 
plain  ;  but  I  should  not  be  surprised 
if  he  was  here. 

Q,  Was  there  any  other  person 
present  besides  these  two  gentlemen  > 

A.  The  first  time  there  was  a  young 
lady,  besides  Mrs.  Clarke. 

Q.  Was  there  no  other  gentleman 
present  besides  those  two  you  have  re- 
ferred to  ? 

A.  No  ;  only  Mrs.  Clarke,  a  young 
lady,  and  two  gentlemen,  and  myself, 
the  first  time  ? 

Q.  The  second  time  ? 

A.  The  second  time  there  was  an- 
other new  gentleman. 

Q.  Did  Mrs.  Clarke  inform  you  who 
that  third  gentleman  was? 


A.  Yes ;  slie  told  me  he  was  a  writer 
of  some  paper;  she  told  me  the  nanie, 
but  I  do  not  remember  his  name  at 
all ;  so-ine  writer  of  some  paper  ;  and 
she  mentioned  some  paper,  but  I  for- 
get what  paper  i't  was;  I  took  no  no- 
tice of  these  things  ;  she  said  that  this 
man  was  to  take  care  of  hei^  she  was 
obliged  to  have  him  with  h^r  to  take 
care  of  her. 

Q.  Did  that  person  seem  acquaint- 
ed with  the  other  gentlemen,  or  ei- 
ther of  them  ? 

A,  Yes ;  when  he  came,  he  shook 
hands  with^Mr.  Mellish. 

Q.  You  have  stated,  that  in  the 
letter  which  you  destroyed  by  Mrs, 
Clarke's  desire,  she  expressed  great 
apprehensions  of  the  Duke's  know- 
ing she  was  concerned  in  any  such 
transactions ;  state,  u|>on  your  recol- 
lection, whether  or  not  Mrs.  Clarke 
did  not  more  than  once  in  this  letter 
express  her  apprehensions  of  ttkC  Duke 
of  York's  knowing  that  she  had  re- 
ceived money  in  the  way  in  which 
it  was  stated  that  she  had. 

A.  I  could  not  remember  the  con- 
tents of  the  letter;  but  this  conversa- 
tion was  repeatedly  wfth  me,  to  take 
care  that  the  Duke  should  know  bo- 
thing  of  the  kind  ;  this  was  done  every 
day  ;  and  that  she  was  obliged  to  have 
great  caution,  to  hv&Jk  tiie  matter 
cautiously  to  him. 

[The  witness  was  directed  to  wilkr 
draw,] 


Mr.  Mellish  rose,  and  said,  he  was  railier  apprehensive  be 
might  not  be  strictly  in  order ;  but  lie  understood  his  nam*  had 
been  mentioned  in  the  course  of  last  witness's  examination,  and 
he  wished  some  gentleman  would  interrogate  him,  as  it,  perhaps* 
would  not  be  regular  to  re-examine  the  witness  he  had  alluded  to» 
He  then  requested  Mr  Wardle  to  put  such  questions  as  might  occur 
to  him. 

Mr.  Wardle,  in  compliance  with  this  request,  asked  t1ie  hon. 
gentleman,  whether  he  had  been  present  at  Mrs.  Clarke's,  on  the. 
Cth  or  15th  of  January  last,  and  theye  seen  ^Ir.  Corri  I 

A.  I  never  was  at  Mrs.  Clarke's  in  my  hfe;  nor  d'ld  I  in  my  hfe, 
to  my  knowledge,  ever  see  her  till  I  saw  her  in  this  House. 

At  the  request  of  Mr.  Mellish,  Mr.  Corri  was  again  called  and 

amined.  The  hon.  gentleman  went  close  up  to  the  bar,  to  eu- 
itole  witness  to  have  acompFete  view  of  his  persion. 

M-2  Mr. 
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(Mr.  Domtn^go  CorRI  ivas  called  in 
again,  and  examined  by  Mr.  Mel- 

Q.  Did  you  ever  see  me  (Mr.  Mel' 
lish,  the  member  for  the  county  of 
Middlesex)  at  Mrs. Clarke's? 

A.  No,  it  is  not  you  ;  but  I  only  say 
"what  she  said  to  me :  the  person  I  saw 
■was  a  gentleman  of  a  darker  com- 
plexion than  you  ;  if  she  tell  me  a  lie, 
I  cannot  help  it. 

(From  another  "Member  of  the  Com- 
mittee.) 

'  Q.  Can  you  describe  the  third  per- 
son you  saw  at  Mrs.  Clarke's ;  the 
newspaper  man  ? 

A.  Yes,  he  is  a  very  awkward  fi- 
gure, sallow  complexion  ;  I  would  call 
him  rather  an  ugly  man  ;  very  badly 
dressed  ;  dark  hair,  and  rough  in  his 
manner  of  speaking ;  he  appeared  to 
me  not  to  be  an  Englishman,  he  had 
such  a  broken  accent ;  he  was  not  ele- 
gant in  his  speaking.     (A  laugh.) 

(By  Mr.  Beresford.) 

Q.  Did  the  man  squint? 

A.  I  think  a  little ;  I  am  not  posi- 
tively sure  ;  if  he  squinted,  it  must  be 
on  the  left  side ;  I  sat  on  his  right- 
hand. 

Q.  Was  not  his  name  Finnerty  ? 

A.  No  ;  I  do  not  remember  the  name 
at  all ;  I  have  a  very  bad  memory  for 
names.  She  told  me  the  name,  and 
the  paper.  He  told  me  that  he  had 
travelled  a  great  deal ;  and  that  he 
had  been  in  Africa;  and  he  said  that 
he  di/1  not  like  any  music  but  Scotch 
music,  and  he  made  me  play  a  tune 
ifiy  times  over,  the  same  tune  over 
again. 

Q.  Did  the  person  wear  his  ami  in 
a  sling? 

A.  No  ;  he  wore  them  very  careless 
in  that  way.   (describing  it.) 

Q.  \  ou  have  mentioned,  that  Mrs. 
Clarke  told  you  the  name  of  the  pa- 
per to  which  he  was  writer  ;  was  he 
not  a  writer  for  the  Morning  Chro- 
nicle ? 

A.  It  must  be  either  the  Morning 
Chronicle,  the  Times,  or  the  Post,  one 
of  the  three.     (A  laugh,) 


Q.  Did  yeu  hear  any  person  call 
him  by  the  name  of  Finnerty  ? 

A.  No. 

Q.  Have  you  any  reason  to  think 
that  that  is  his  name,  from  what  yoa 
have  heard  ? 

A.  Nobody  told  me  his  name  ;  but 
we  went  into  the  back-room,  me  and 
Mrs.  Clarke,  and  left  all  the  gentle- 
men in  the  oth-er  room,  and  there  she 
told  me  about  Mr.  Mellish  and  this 
other  person. 

Q.  You  did  not  hear  the  name  of 
thisotlier  person  mentioned  at  all? 

A.  No. 

(By  Mr.  Sheridak.) 
Q.  Do  you  know  the  person  of  Mr. 

Finnerty  ? 

A.  No;  I  could  not  recollect  him 

at   all ;    but  I  thought  the   name  to 

be  something   like  a  foreign  name; 

if  I  could  see  him  I  could  tell. 

[The  witness  was  directed  to  with* 
draw.] 

(William  Dowler,  Esq.  rvas  called  in 
and  examined  by  Mr.  Wardle.) 

Q.  Are  you  not  just  returned  from 
the  Continent  with  dispatches  ? 

A.  On  Thursday  last  I  arrived  from 
Lisbon  with  dispatches. 

Q.  Have  you  known  Mrs  Clarke 
long  ? 

A.  Several  years. 

Q.  How  many  years  have  }t)U 
known  her  ? 

A.  I  believe  eight  or  nine  at  least; 
1  am  not  confident. 

Q.  Do  you  recollect  ever  seeing 
Colonel  French  and  Captain  Huxley 
Sandon  in  Gloucester-place,  while 
Mrs.  Clarke  was  under  the  protection 
of  the  Duke  of  York? 

A.  I  have. 

Q.  Did  you  ever  hear* either  of 
them  speak  to  Mrs.  Clarke  on  the 
subject  of  the  levy  } 

A.  I  have. 

Q.  Did  you  ever  speak  to  Colonel 
French  or  Captain  Sandon  yourself, 
by  desire  of  Mrs,  Clarke,  on  the  sub- 
ject of  the  levy  > 

A.  1  did.   - 

Q.  Do 
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Q.  Do  you  recollect  any  conversa- 
tion that  you  had  with  Colonel 
French  on  that  subject  ?    A.  I  do. 

Q.  State  as  near  as  you  can,  ^^-hat 
you  recollect  to  have  passed  at  that 
time? 

A.  I  saw  Colonel  French  several 
times. 

Q.  Rehite  as  nearly  as  you  can,  what 
passed  between  Colonel  French  and 
yourselr  upon  that  subject  ? 

A.  I  saw  Colonel  French  at  Mrs. 
Clarke's  house,  and  was  inforiTied  that 
he  was  therr  on  the  subject  of  the  let- 
ter of  service.  I  asktd  Mrs.  Clarke, 
from  curiosity,  the  nature  of  it;  she 
told  me  ;  and  I  recollect  perfectly, 
that  I  took  the  liberty  of  saying  that 
I^isapproved,  or  thought  it  was  ex- 
ceedingly wrong,  such  a  business,  and 
endeavoured  to  dissuade  Mrs.  Clarke 
from  it.  That  was  one  of  the  conver- 
satious  I  recollect  to  have  had  with 
Mrs.  Clarke  upon  the  subject;  it  was 
after  Colonel  French  left  the  house 
that  morning. 

Q,  Do  you  recollect  when  you  next 
saw  Colonel  French,  and  had  any 
conversation  with  him  respecting  the 
levy } 

A.  I  cannot  recollect  when  I  saw 
Colonel  French ;  it  is  a  long  time 
back  ;  but  that  I  did  see  him  several 
times  after  that,  I  perfectly  recollect. 

Q.  State  the  substance  of  the  con- 
versations, as  nearly  as  you  can,  that 
passed  between  you  and  Colonel 
French   on  the  subject  of  the  levy. 

A.  Mrs.  Clarke  told  me  she  was  to 
have  1000/.  and  a  guinea  a  man,  as 
far  as  mv  recollection  serves  me,  to 
be  paid  on  the  completion  of  500  men, 
when  they  were  passed.  I  was  like- 
wise present  when  Colonel  French,  or 
Captain  Sandon,  I  am  not  positive 
which,  paid  Mrs.  Clarke  500  guineas 
of  the  thousand  that  was  first  of  all 
prowiised.  Afterwards,  I  recollect 
seeing  Colonel  French  there,  anrl  he 
stated,  that  there  could  not  possibly 
be  any  but  the  usual  bounty  given,  and 
tiiat  he  came  (Mrs.  Clarke  was  not  vi- 
sible St  the  moment  he  came)  to  re- 
quest that  an   increased  uwrnbcr  of 


boys  should  be  included  In  tlve  nutwber 

of  the  Iev3%  which  he  should  be  able 
to  procure  at  a  less  sum  than  the 
bounty  given  for  men  ;  and  that  then 
he  should  be  able  ro  go  on  with  the 
service,  otherwise,  he  said,  that  he 
should  be  obliged  to  abandon  it.  I 
do  not  recollect  any  thing  p-irticular 
that  occurred  after  that  time;  but  I 
understand  that  obstacle  was  reiuoved 
with  respect  to  the  boys,  that  Colonel 
French's  wish  was  obtained.  I  Qannot 
speak  to  that  beyond  my  recoUectiua 
at  this  distant  tinie. 

Q.  Do  you  recollect  any  other  ap- 
plication of  Colonel  French's,  to  have 
an  obstacle  of  any  other  descriptioa 
rejnoved  ? 

A.  I  do  not. 

Q.  Do  you  recollect  that  he  requer,t- 
ed  at  any  time,  that  the  recruits  might 
be  passed  nearer  the  place  where  they 
were  recruited  than  the  rendezvous  at 
that  time  was  ? 

A.  1  recollect  that  Colonel  French 
stated,  that  as  he  expected  to  get  the 
greater  part  of  his  recruits  in  Ireland, 
it  would  be  very  difficult  and  expen- 
sive to  pass  them  in  the  Isle  of  Wight; 
but  I  cannot  recollect  the  particulars 
of  whit  passed  at  that  time. 

Q,  You  have  stated,  that  you  re* 
monstrated  with  Mrs.  Clarke  on  this 
transaction  ;  what  answer  did  she 
make  to  you  when  you  so  remonstrat- 
ed ;  what  excuse  did  she  offer  ? 

A.  This  and  other  proceedings  I 
frequently  mentioned,  and  eridea- 
voured  to  dissuade  Mrs.  Clarke  from 
having  any  thing  to  do  with  them; 
she  ?tated  that  the  Duke  of  York  was 
so  distressed  for  money  that  she  could 
not  bear  to  ask  him,  and  that  it  was  the 
only  way  in  which  her  establishment 
could  be  supported.  I  beg  leave  to 
state,  that  inconsequence  of  this,  Mrs. 
Clarke  was  offended  with  my  freedom, 
and  I  ceased  to  see,  or  hear  from  her, 
fori  cannot  tell  how  long,  till  I  think 
nearly  my  departure  for  South  Ame- 
rica in  180t), 

(Bi/  Mr.  Ward.) 

Q.  V\liat  was  the  nature  of  the  re- 

tOpfistranGe 
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monstrance   you   made    Vith     Mrs. 
Clarke  ? 

A.  I  felt  that  it  rmlght  implicate  her 
character,  or  the  Duke  of  York's,  at 
a  future  time,  that  was  what  I  told 
her ;  that  there  was  a  great  risk  at- 
tending it,  and  I  thought  it  was  very 
dangerous  to  her  reputation,  and  to 

{By  Lord  Folkstone.) 

Q.  In  what  situation  are  you  ? 
A.  I  have  lately  been  in  charge  of 
the  Account  Department  of  the  Com- 
missariat at  Lisbon. 

Q.  How  long  have  you  been  in  the 
Commissariat  ? 
A.  Since  1805. 

Q.  How  did  you  obtain  your  situa- 
tion in  that  department  ? 
A.  I  purchased  it  of  Mrs.  Clarke. 
Q.  Did  you  apply  directly  to  Mrs. 
Clarke  for  the  appointment? 

A.  Certainly  not ;  she  suggested  it 
to  me. 

Q.  Did  you  pay  any  money  to  Mrs. 
Clarke  for  the  benefit  you  received 
from  it  ? 

A  I  first  of  all  gave  her  1000?.  and 
at  other  times,  other  sums  to  a  very 
considerable  amount. 

Q.  Did  you  ever  make  any  other 
direct  and  regular  application  to  ob- 
tain that  situation  ? 
A.  To  no  one. 

Q.  You  are  positive  as  to  that  fact? 
A.  Positive. 

Q.  Never  to  any  one  but  to  Mrs. 
Clarke  ? 

A.  To  no  individual  whatever. 
Q.  In  what  department  lies  the  pre- 
sentation to  such  appointment  as  that 
which  you  hold  ? 
A.  In  the  Treasury. 

(By  Mr.  Yorke.) 

Q.  In  what  situation  of  life  had  you 
been  before  you  were  appointed  to  the 
Commissariat;  had  you  ever  been  in 
any  public  office? 

A.  I  had  never  been  in  any  public 
office.  When  my  father  retired  from 
business,  which  was  within  the  know- 
ledge of  gentlemen  who  are  members 
of  this  House,  I  retired  into  the  coun- 


try with  him;  he  vra«  a  wlne-mef* 
chant,  and  a  merchant  in  general. 

Q.  How  did  you  become  acquaint- 
ed with  Mrs.  Clarke  ? 

A.  Through  a  gentleman  that  is  de- 
ceased. Captain  Sutton,  whom  I  had 
known  for  some  years  previous  to  my 
knowledge  of  Mrs.  Clarke. 

Q.  When  did  Captain  Suttow  intro- 
duce you  to  Mrs.  Clarke,  and  in  what 
manner,  and  with  what  vifw  did  he  80 
introduce  you  > 

A.  He  took  me  to  dine  at  her  house ; 
the  view  was  because  there  were  a  few 
musical  persons  to  be  there,  i  musical 
party ;  Captain  Sutton  asked  me  whe- 
ther I  would  go  out  to  dinner  with 
him  :  and  that  was  the  cause  of  ny 
being  introduced  to  Mrs.  Clarke. 
Q.  When  was  this  ? 
A.  I  have  said  as  nearly  as  possible, 
about  eight  or  nine  years  perhaps  ago» 
but  1  am  not  confident  as  to  the  length 
of  time. 

Q.  In  what  manner,  and  at  what 
time  did  you  make  the  proposition  to 
Mrs.  Clarke,  through  her  influence 
to  procure  the  office  which  you  now 
hold  ? 

A.  She  made  the  proposition  to  me. 
Q.  In  what  manner  did  she  make 
you  the  offer ;  and  what  passed  be- 
tween you  upon  that  occasion,  and 
w^hen  was  it? 

A.  She  stated  that  she  was  extremely 
pressed  for  money,  and  requested  that 
I  would  assist  her,  as  the  Duke  of 
York  had  not  been  punctual  in  his 
payments,  and  1  applied  to  my  father 
in  consequence ;  he  hesitated,  and  I 
told  her  1  could  not  furnish  her  with 
more  money  than  I  had  then  givea 
her ;  she  then  promised,  not  the  situa- 
tion I  now  hold,  but  another ;  I  ap- 
plied to  my  father,  and  he  did  not 
seem  at  the  moment  to  give  his  con- 
sent to  it.  It  was  afterwards,  a  con- 
siderable time  afterwards,  for  many 
months  elapsed  after  the  first  sugges- 
tion was  made  by  Mrs.  Clarke  to  me, 
he  at  last  consented  to  it,  if  I  could 
be  confident  it  would  be  a  matter  that 
would  not  become  public,  if  I  felt 
myself  secure  in  it.     In  consequenc.e 
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©f  tha^I  was  named  totheappointn\ent 
I  now  hold. 

Q.  Did  you  never  make  an^  appli- 
cation for  the  office  to  any  other  per- 
son ;  and  in  what  manner  was  your  ap- 
pointment to  the  office  communicated 
to  you  ? 

A.  I  never  applied  to  any  other 
person  ;  Mrs.  Clarke  told  me  that  I 
should  be  appointed  sooner  by  much 
than  I  was,  and  at  last  stated  as  the 
reason  why  it  was  put  off,  because  a 
Mr.  Manby,  who  had  been  in  the  10th 
regiment  of  dragoons,  was  to  be 
iSrst  gazetted  ;  my  appointment  was 
delayed  in  consequence  of  that ;  I  be- 
lieve it  was  about  two  or  three  month* 
at  the  utmost  before  I  was  gazetted, 
after  Mr.  Manby. 

Q.  In  what  year  was  that  ? 

A.  J  805. 

Q.  Was  your  father  apprised  of 
the  object  you  had  in  view  ? 

A.  Certainly. 

Q.  Might  not  your  father  have 
BJade  application  through  other 
friends,  for  this  situation  for  you  ? 

A.  1  am  certain  not. 

(By  Mr.  Huskisson.) 

Q.  Do  you  recollect  the  date  of 
this  communication  with  Mrs.  Clarke, 
respecting  this  appointment  ? 

A.  I  do  not. 

Q.  State  it  as' nearly  you  can  ? 

A.  I  really  cannot  state  it  at  all 
•orrectly,  because  it  was  the  subject 
of  converaation  ;  it  was  first  of  all 
pointed  out  to  me,  the  situation  of  a 
Commissioner  of  the  Lottery,  which 
caused  the  delay.  I  understood  my 
appointment  was  on  the  point  of  tak- 
ing place,  but  it  was  set  aside  because 
the  vacancy  that  happened  was  given 
to  Mr.  Adams,  the  Secretary  to  Mr. 
Pitt ;  and  then  it  was  suggested  to  me, 
that  the  Commissariat  was  an  eligi- 
ble and  gentlemanly  employment, 
and  not  an  inactive  one,  as  I  believe 
the  circumstances  of  my  service  will 
sufficiently  shew. 

Q.  Am  I  to  understand   from  you, 

that  this  arrangement,   about  getting 

you  the  situation  in  the  Commissariat, 

arose  about  the  time  that  Mr.  Adams, 
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the  Secretary  to  Mr.  Pitt,  was  ap- 
pointed  a  Commissioner  of  the  Lot- 
tery ? 

A.  I  believe  it  was  afterwards  ;  but 
thjey  were  both  the  subjects  of  con- 
versation previous  to  that. 

Q.  Was  it  soon  afterwards  ? 

A.  I  am  sorry  I  cannot  state  that 
correctly. 

Q.  Will  you  state  the  year  ? 

A-  X  do  not  know  the  dates,  because 
they  were  both  the  subject  of  conver- 
sation before  they  took  place. 

Q.  Can  you  state  the  date  of  your 
commission  appointing  you  in  the 
Commissariat  ? 

A.  I  was  first  in  the  Store  Depart- 
ment of  the  Commissariat,  previous 
to  my  going,  and  after  I  went  to  South 
America  ;  and  I  was  transferred  to  the 
Account  Department  on  my  going 
out  with  Sir  Arthur  Wellesley. 

Q.  Do  you  know  the  precise  date 
of  your  first  commission  from  tiie 
Treasury  appointing  you  an  Assistant 
Commissary  of  Stores  and  Provisions  ? 

A.  I  think  it  was  iu  June  or  July, 
1805. 

Q.  Do  you  know  the  names  of  the 
Lords  of  the  Treasury  by  whom  that 
commission  was  signed  ? 

A.  My  commission  is  at  Lisbon 
with  my  luggage  ;  I  cannot  answer 
that  ;  as  I  came  with  dispatches,  it 
was  necessary  I  should  not  encumber 
myself  with   luggage,  and  it  is  there. 

Q.  Cannot  you  state,  upon  your 
own  recollection,  the  name  of  any  one 
of  the  Lords  of  the  Treasury  who 
signed  that  commission  ? 

A.  I  cannot. 

Q.  You  also  held  a  commission  from 
the  Secretary  at  War  ? 

A.  I  believe  that  commission  was 
made  out  after  my  departure,  and 
that  it  has  never  been  in  my  posses- 
sion ;  bwt  I  have  no  paper  to  help  my 
recollection. 

Q.  After  your  departure  for  what 
place  ? 

A.  South  America 

Q.  You  have  sla^^d,  that  you  re- 
ceived your  first  coliraission  in  June 
or  July,   1805? 

A,  I  believe  S9. 

Q.  Where 
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Q.  Where  were  you  einpIo3-ed 
«fler  that  time? 

A.  In  the  Ea«;tern  District,  Col- 
chester   and  Sudbury,  in  Surfolk. 

Q  You  have  stated  tliat  Mr.  Mm- 
by*s  commission  took  place  before 
yotir's?    A.  It  did. 

Q.  And  that  Mr.  Manby's  having 
the  precedence  over  your>,  was  the 
cau?c  of  the  delay  iu  your  appoint- 
ment r     A.  Yes. 

Q.  Do  you  know  the  date  of  Mr. 
Manby's  r 

A.  I  do  not ;  I  believe  it  <vas  the 
commencement  of  the  year  1  805,  but 
I  cannot  be  positive  to  the  commission 
of  Mr.  Manby,  as  I  never  saw  it. 

Q.  You  stated,  that  you  were  ap- 
pointed in  June  or  July,  1805,  Assist- 
ant Commissary  of  Stores  and  Provi- 
sions; by  whom  was  the  notification 
of  that  appointment  communicated  to 
you  ? 

A-  J  was  apprised  of  it  a  few  days 
"before  it  took  place,  by  Mrs.  Clarke  ; 
in  consequence  of  which,  I  recollect 
paying  her  the  remainder  of  the  1000/. 

Q.  In  consequence  of  this  notifica- 
tion being  received  from  Mrs.  Clarke, 
what  steps  did  you  take  in  order  to 
procure  the  instrument  which  put  yoii 
into  possession  of  your  appointment? 

A.  I  was  apprized  that  it  was  at  tlie 
usual  oflice  in  the  Treasury,  and  Mr. 
Vernon  waa  the  gentleman,  I  believe, 
that  signified  it  to  me;  I  was  in  ex- 
pectation of  it  every  Gazette. 

Q.  Do  you  know  who  Mr,  Vernon 
is? 

A.  [  believe  Mr.  Vernon's  is  the 
ofiice  in  the  Treasury  where  commis- 
sions are  left. 

Q.  Did  you  understand  from  Mrs. 
Clarke,  that  she  made  her  application 
direct  to  any  person  in  the  Treasury  ; 
or  through  what  channel  did  you  un- 
derstand from  her  that  that  applica- 
tion'was  made  ? 

A.  To  the  Duke  of  York. 

Q,  Is  tht  Committee  to  understand, 
that  you  gave  your  money  to  Mrs. 
Clarke  under  the  belief  that  you  had 
been  recommended  to  the  lrea?:ury 
for  this  situation  by  his  Royal  High- 


ness the  Duke   of  York,  through  the 
influence  of  Mrs.  Clarke? 

A.  Q^rtainly. 

Q.  From  the  time  that  you  first 
understood  that  this  application  had 
been  made  to  the  Treasury,  up  to  the 
time' that  you  received  this  commis- 
sion, did  you  take  any  steps  to  hastea 
or  to  expedite  the  object  of  your  ap- 
pointment with  Mrs.  Clarke,  through 
any  other  channel  whatever? 

A,    L  did  not. 

Q.  Had  you  had  communication 
witii  any  person  connected  with  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury,  or  any 
oth'^'r  gentleman  then  in  the  Treasury, 
on  the  subject  of  your  expectations  of 
your  comuiission,  up  to  the  time  that 
you  came  to  Mr.  Vernon's  to  take  out 
that  commission  ? 

A.  Never,  but  mentioning  to  Mr. 
Vernon  my  expectation. 

Q.  Then  you  saw  Mr.  Vernon  be- 
fore you  were  appointed? 

A.  Certainly,  I  knovv  Mr.  Vernon. 

Q.  You  saw  no  other  person  at  the 
Treasury  } 

A.  None. 

Q.  Between  the  tisie  in  which  vo". 
state  you  paid  the  premium  for  ob- 
taining this  commission,  and  the  time 
that  you  actually  received  it,  did  you 
receive  any  intimation  from  any  per- 
son connected  with  the  Treasury,  that 
your  expectations  were  favourably  en- 
tertained? 

A.  Mr.  Vernon  mentioned  to  me 
one  morning  when  1  called  there,  a 
gentleman  was  speaking  to  him  ;  I  was 
desired  to  call  in  five  minutes ;  he  said, 
'*  I  believe  you  are  going  to  be  ap- 
pointed an  Assistant  Commissary,"  I 
do  nof  know  the  exact  term,  there 
was  a  paper  going  up,  and  he  said, 
"  I  have  no  doubt  the  appointment 
will  take  place,  it  has  been  signified 
from  the  Board,"  or  some  such  expres- 
sion. 

Q.  Did  you  receive  from  Mrs, 
Clarke,  the  person  whose  recommen- 
dation you  think  procured  you  this  si- 
tuation, any  information  respecting 
the  progress  making  towards  the  com- 
pletion of  tke  appointment? 

A.  I 
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A.  T  have  stated  what  passed  be-  intimate  to  you,  tliat  you  were  actually 

tween  Mrs.  Clarke  and  myself  respect-  appointed? 

ing  Mr.  Manby's  appointment,  it  was  A.  Tlie   intimation    was,  that   the 

the  subject  of  conversalion  afterwards  ;  appointment  was  in  a  train,  not  tiiat 

but  it  was  not  of  that  consequence  to  I  was.actually  appointed. 

me,  as  to  make  it  the  siibject  of  par-  Q.  From    whose    hands,    or    from 

ticular  inquiry.  whom  did    you  actually  receive   the 

Q.  What,  in  point  of  fact,  was  the  warrant  of  your  appointment  ? 

♦distance  of  time  between  the  money  A.    I    believe   from    Mr.   Vernon  ; 

being   paid   by   you  and  the  appoint-  there  are  fees  paid  upon  them,  and  I 

raent  to  the  Commissariat .?  am  not  certain    whether   myself  or  a 

A.  I  cannot  at  all  tell  that.  friend  received  the  commission,  and 

Q.  Not  whether  it  was  in  the  same  paid  the  fees,  or  not. 

yea:r?  Q.  You   do  not  recollect  whether 

A.  Certainly  in  the  same  year.  you   received  it  from   Mr.  Vernon's 

Q.  Within  six  months  .?  hand  or  not?     A.  I  do  hot. 

A.  Certainly.  Q.   Do  you  recollect  wiiether  you 

Q.  I  think  you  stated,  that  you  had  received  it  in  any  letter  from  Mr.  Ver- 

paid    some  sums   of  money  to   Mrs.  non  ? 

Clarke,  in  expectation  of  getting  some  A.  I  believe  not,  I  am  not  confident, 

appointment,  before  you  paid   to  her  I  cannot  charge  my  memory  with  a 

th-e  specific  sum  that  was  to  lead  to  this  circumstance  which  I  did  not  consider 

appointment?  of  any  consequence,   at  the  distance 

A.  Not   in   expectation  of  getting  of  from   1805  to  the  present  time ;  f 

any  appointment.  am  here  very  reluctantly;  I  am  just 

Q.  For  what  other  reason?  arrived  in  England,  and  had  but  yes- 

A.  It  was  considered  merely  as  a  terday    a    summons    to    attend   this 

temporary  relief  to  her ;  she  was  al-  House,  very  unexpectedly, 

ways  stating,  '*  the  Duke  will   have  Q.  From  the  time  you  have  received 

more  money  shortly,  and  I  will   pay  the  appointment  in  the  Commissariat, 

you  ;"  and  it  was  obtained  from  my  to  the  present  time,  have  you  never 

father  at  my  request,  but  with  no  view  ascribed    your    appointment    to  any 

of  any  appointment.  other  interest  but  that  of  Mrs.  Clarke? 

Q.  1  hen  is  the  Committee  to  un-  A.  I  stated,  that  Mrs.  Clarke  did 

derstand,  that   the    suras   of    money  not  give  me  the  appointment  I  hold, 

which  you  paid  to  Mrs.  Clarke,  be-  and  that  was  the  only  answer  1  ever 

fore   you   paid   this  sum  for  this  ap-  gave;  I  bought  it. 

pointment,   were  loans   made  to  her  ,„     *                   /-.           s 

without  any  expectation  of  any  public  ^^^  Alderman  Combe.) 

employment   being    conferred    upon  Q.  Was  not  your  father  a  Common* 

you  ?     A.  Certainly.  councilman  of  the  City  of  London? 

A.  He  was,  for  many  years. 

(%  Mr.  Whitbread.)  Q.  Did  he  not  represent  the  same 

Q.  When  Mr.  Vernon,  from  whom  Ward  of  the  City  of  London  of  which 

you  received  the  notification  of  your  Sir  Brook  Watson  was  the  Alderman  ? 

appointment,  made  that  notification,  A.  He  did. 

in  what  terms  was  it   made ;  was  it  Q.  Do  you  iecollect  a  conversation 

Yerbally  or  in  writing  ?     A.  Verbally,  that  passed  between  yourself  and  me 

Q.  Vvhat  were  the  terms  of  it?  (Mr.  Alderman  Combe)  at  the  top  of 

A.  "  I  believe,  Mr.    Dowler,  you  the  Haymarket,  after  you  had  receiv- 

are  going  to  be  appointed  an  Assistant  ed  the  appointment  ? 

Commissary,"  as  far  as  lean  recollect  A.  I  recollect  seeing  Mr.  Combe, 

the  expression. "  but  what  occurred  1  cannot  possibly 

Q.  In  what  terms  did  Mr.  Vernon  tell. 

NO.  4.  N                                                Q.  Po 
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Q.  Do  you  recollect  this  having  that  Mrs.  Clarke  did  not  give   you 

passed,  that  1  congratulated  you   up-  ^any  reason  to  think  that  the  Duke  of 

on  what  I  had  heard,  as  to  your  hav-  York  knew  of  her  taking  that  money  ? 

ing  received  an  appointment  in   the  Q.  She  gave  me  reason  always  to 

Commissariat,    and  that   1    put    the  think  that  the  Duke  of  York  was  per- 

question,  whether  you   had   received  fectly  acquainted  with  it. 

it  from  the  favour  of  Mrs.  Clarke,  or  Q-   Do  you  not  recollect  that  the 

the  patronage  and  favour  of  Sir  Brook  transaction  respecting  Colonel  French 

Watson?  and  Major  Sandon  was  in  the  year- 

A.  I   have    no  recollection   of  the  iS04? 

conversation  that    passed    from   Mr.  A.  I  do  not  recollect  the  time  of  the 

Combe,  but  his  congratulations  to  me;  transaction. 

he  was  on    horseback;    I   think   the  Q.  Do  you  recollect  whether  it  was 

horse  did  not  stand  very  sti;i,  and  I  before    or    after   your    giving    Mrs. 

ran  into  the  middle  of  the  street,  to  Clarke  the  1000/.  for  the  purchase,  as 

Ask  Mr.  Combe  how  he  did.  you  term  it,  of  the  place  for  you  in 

Q.    Are  you  quite  certain,  that  to  the  Commissariat  ? 

that  question  you  did  not  answer,  that  A.    My    expostulation    with    Mrs. 

it  was  entirely  by  the   favour  of  Sir  Clarke    on    the    subject  of   Colonel 

Brook  Watson?  French,  was  previous  to  my  appoint- 

A.  Upon   my  honour  I  cannot  re-  luent  in  the  Commissariat,  1  believe 

collect  what  passed,  as  I  have  before  so,  as  far  as  my  recollection  goes  ;  but 

stated.  I  trust  at  this  distance  of  time  I  shall 

Q.  Will  you  undertake  to  say  posi-  be  excused,   if  I  am  imperfect  as  to 

lively,  that  you  did  not  at  that  time  the  dates. 

say  it  was  by  the  favour  of  Sir  Brook  Q.  The  transaction   with  Colonel 

Watson?  French  was  in  the  year  1S04? 

A.  I  cannot  say  positively,  but  I  A.  I  have  a  belief  that  it  was  so; 

state  \\ hat  I  stated  before,  that  Mrs.  but,  not  being  positive,  I  would  not 

Clarke  did  not  give  me  the  appoint-  venture  to  say  that  of  which  I  am  not 

ment;  and  many  mistakes  have  oc-  sure. 

curred  upon  that,  by  persons  supposing  Q.   If  fi'om  respect  to  Mrs.  Clarke 

that  I  received  it  without  having  pur-  you  thought  it  right  to   remonstrate 

chased  it,  which  is  the  fact.  and  expostulate  against  the  transac- 
tion   with  Colonel    French    in    1804, 

(By  Mr.  Sheridan.)  ^^y  did  you  yourself,  in  1805,  bribe 

Q.  When  you    made    the   remon-  her  with  1000/.  to  get  an  oflice    for 

strance    you    have    stated,    to    Mrs.  you  ? 

Clarke,  did  she  endeavour  to  allay  A.  Because  she  was  peculiarly  dis- 
your  apprehensions  with  respect  to  tressed  for  money  at  the  moment,  and 
herself,  by  any  suggestion  that  the  because  the  appointment  would  re- 
Duke  of  York  was  privy  to  her  taking  main  a  secret  in  my  breast,  and  no- 
Tiioney  on  such  an  occasion  ?  thing   but    such    an   inquiry    as   tliis 

A.  I  cannot  say  what  conversation  could  possibly  have  drawn  it  from  me. 

arose,  except  that  she  was  offended  The  Duke  of  York's  character   and 

vith  my  freedom.  Mrs.  Clarke's  would  never  have  suf- 

Q.   Did    you    not    consider    Mrs.  fered  from  that  which   unfortunately 

Clarke  as   placing  a  very  particular  I  am  now  obliged  to  communicate  to 

coniidence  in  you,  for  a  long  course  this  House. 

of  years  ?  Q.  Then  the  Committee  is  to  under- 

A.   On  these  occasions   1  thought  stand  that  your  only  reason  for  remon- 

so  ;   but  as  my  opinion  did  not  accord  strating  and  expostulating  with  Mrs. 

-with  her's,  communicalion  very  soon  Clarke,   was  not   against  the  impror 

eased  on  such  subjects.  priety  of  the  act,  but  on  account  of 

Q.  Is  the  Committee  to  understand,  the  risk  of  a  discovery  ? 

5  A.  FoP 
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A.  For  both  reasoas,  and  her  an- 
swer, as  far  as  I  recollect,  was  this  : 
I  stated  to  Mrs.  Clarke  the  anxiety 
and  trouble  that  it  seemed  to  have 
occasioned  to  her  in  this  business  of 
Colonel  French's ;  and  that  I  advised 
her,  by  all  means,  to  have  a  regular 
payment  from  the  Duke  of  York, 
instead  of  meddling  with  such  mat- 
ters ;  and  she  told  me,  that  he  really 
had  not  the  money. 

Q.  Although -then  you  might  think 
the  secret  safer  with  you,  did  vou  not 
feel  the  impropriety  of  the  act  equally 
applied  to  your  own  transaction  ? 

A.  I  was  principally  induced  to  it 
from  the  dihiculty  and  embarrassed 
situation  she  was  in  at  the  moment  I 
purchased  the  situation, 

Q.  You  h;ive  stated,  that  Mrs. 
Clarke  was  so  much  offended  with 
your  expostulation  and  remonstrances, 
that  you  saw  very  little  of  her  since  ? 

A.  Not  so  frequently  as  before,  by 
much. 

[The  following  question  and  anszver, 
given  bi/  the  zjitness  in  the  former 
part  of  his  examination,  vscre 
read.'] 


*'  Q.  You  have  stated,  that  you  re- 
monstrated with  Mrs.  Clarke  on  this 
transaction ;  what  answer  did  she 
make  to  you  when  you  so  remonstrat- 
ed ?  what  excuse  did  she  ofifer  ?"    . 

**  A.  This,  and  other  proceedings, 
I  frequently   mentioned,  and    endea- 
voured to  dissuade  Mrs.  Clarke  from 
havinar  any  thing  to  do  with    them. 
She  stated,  that  the  Duke  of  York  was 
so  distressed  for  money  that  she  could 
not  bear  to  ask  him  ;  and  that  it  was 
the  only  way  in  which  her  establish- 
ment could  be  supported.    I  beg  leave 
to  state,  that  in  consequence  of  this, 
Mrs.  Clarke   was   offended  with    my 
freedom,  and  I  ceased  to  see  or  hear 
from  her,  for  I  cannot  tell  how  long, 
till,  I  think,   my  departure  for  South 
America,  in  1806."  ' 

(Mr.  DowLER.)  I  beg  leave  to 
amend  that :  That  I  saw  her  less  fre- 
quently during  the  interval ;  no.t  so 
frequently  as  I  had  seen  her  before  ; 


it  proluccd  a  great  deal  of  anger  ill 
Mrs.  Clarke,  my  taking  the  liberty  of 
giving  my  advice,  as  I  have  stated. 

Q.  Were  you  personally  acquainted 
with  Sir  Brook  Watson  ? 

A.  Not  sufficienily  so  to  bow  to 
him  even  passing  in  the  street. 

Q,  Do  you  know  whether  your  fa- 
ther was  acquainted  with  Sir  Brook 
Watson  ? 

A.  He  was,  but  not  intimately,  not 
on  terms  of  particular  intimacy  ;  he 
dined  with  him  once  a  year  with"the 
common-councilmenoftheWardjtlKit 

was  the    utmost  intimacy  I  know  of 
subsisting  between  them. 

Q.  Did  you  never  hear  your  father 
say  that  Sir  Brook  Watson  had  inter- 
ceded, or  would  intercede,  to  procure 
you  a  situation  under  government  ? 

A.  Never. 

Q.  You  have  stated,  that  besides 
the  1000/.  you  paid  Mrs.  Clarke,  you 
paid  her  large  sums  at  different  times  ; 
can  you  state  the  whole  amount  of  the 
sums  you  paid  to  Mrs.  Clarke  at  those 
dillerent  times  ? 

A.  r cannot  recollect  the  amount 
of  them,  but  I  recollect  particularly 
that  I  paid  170/.  or  guineas,  for  a  vis- 
a-vis to  Captain  VVarner,  who  was 
going  abroad,  and  she  told  me  she 
should  have  the  money  in  from  the 
Duke  of  York  in  a  few  days  to  pay 
me. 

Q.  Did  they  amount  altogether  to 

1000/.  ? 

A.  I  am  unable  to  state,  I  kept  no 
account. 

Q.  What  is  the  amount  of  the  pay, 
with  the  emoluments  of  the  ofUce  which 

you  hold  ? 

A.  In  England,  on  the  home  staff, 
the  pay  of  an  Assistant-Commissary  is 
fifteen  shillings  a  day,  with  various 
deductions. 

Q.  Is  that  the  whole  emolument  ? 

A.  There  is  an  allowance  for  lodg- 
ings when  you  are  not  in  barracks  of 
billeted,  bu"t  that  ceases  if  you  are  bil- 
leted. 

Q.  What  are  the  emoluments  of  the 
office  which  you  held  before  your  last 
promotion,  when  you  first  obtained 
the  situation  under  ffovernment? 


N  2 
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A.  Tlie  iirst  office  was  that  of  As- 
sistant-Commissary of  Stores,  the 
emoluments  of  which  I  have  stated. 

Q.  What  do  the  emoluments  of  the 
present  situation  which  you  hold 
amount  to? 

A.  There  is  an  extra  five  shilling?, 
called  treasury-pay,  given  to  the  offi- 
cers of  the  Commisariat  on  foreign 
service,  subject  to  the  deductions  of 
income-tax,  and  others  that  are 
usual. 

Q.  Did  you  obtain  that  promotion, 
or  change  of  your  situation,  from  any 
interest  on  the  part  of  any  body,  or  was 
it  granted  without  application  to  any 
body  > 

A.  It  was  granted  on  my  applica- 
tion to  Mr.  Harrison,  in  consequence, 
I  would  lake  the  liberty  of  adding,  of 
my  statinpr  to  Mr.  Harrison  that  I  had 
suffered  in  my  health  from  being  in 
South  America;  1  did  not  wish  to 
avoid  foreign  service,  but  was  unable 
to  go  through  the  fatigue  of  the  Store 
Department ;  but  that  if  their  Lord- 
ships thought  proper,  I  conceived 
myself  able,  and  was  willing,  to  un- 
dertake that  of  the  Account  Depart- 
naent.  Mr.  Harrison  replied,  ]  will 
see  about  it.  He  went  out  of  his  of- 
fice, and  returned  in  a  few  moments, 
and  said  he  could  see  no  objection,  if 
it  was  not  objectionable  to  the  person 
going  at  the  head  of  the  department. 
The  pay  of  the  two  departmejits  is  the 
same. 

Q.  Do  not  you  conceive  it  probable, 
that,  from  the  respectable  situation 
your  father  held  in  the  Corporation  of 
the  City  of  London,  )ou  might  be 
likely  to  have  several  friends  who  in- 
terceded with  government  for  the 
for  the  office  to  \Uiich  you  were  first 
appointed  ? 

A.  I  believe  not. 

Q.  You  have  stated  your  belief, 
that  (he  Duke  of  York  was  acquainted 
vith  thecircumstancesof  Mrs.  Clarke 
taking  this  money  ;  can  you  state 
what  circumstances  induce  you  to  en- 
tertain that  belief? 

A.  The  assurance  of  Mrs.  Clarke. 

Q.  You  know-  of  no  other  circum- 
stancofi,   but  the  declaration  of  Mrs. 


Clarke,  to  induce  you  to  that  opinion^ 
no  circumstances  have  occurred  to 
corroborate  that  opinion  ? 

A.  With  respect  to  the  money  of 
course  1  cannot,  but  she  said  I  should 
be  gazetted  very  shortly,  and  I  was^ 
so. 

Q.  So  that  that  opinion  which  you 
gave  to  the  House  was  founded  solely 
on  the  declaration  of  Mrs.  Clarke, 
without  any  other  corroborating  cir- 
cumstance? 

A.  Of  course  I  had  no  communica- 
tion with  the  Duke  of  York,  anil  iC 
was  her  declaration  alone  which  led 
me  ta  believe  that  he  knew  it,  and  my 
subseL|uent  appointment. 

Q.  Did  YOU  ever  tell  Mr.  Vernon  at 
the  Treasury,  at  the  time  you  received 
your  appointment,  that  you  owed  it 
to  the  influence  of  Mrs.  Clarke,  or 
at  any  time  before,  that  you  expected 
it  from  her  inlerest? 

A.  I  do  not  recollect  having  any 
conversation  with  Mr.  Vernon  upon 
that  subject. 

(By  Mr.  Vansittart,) 

Q.  AVere  you  not,  previous  to  your 
appointment,  ever  introduced  to  one 
of  t!ie  Secretaries  of  the  Treasury,  or 
some  other  gentleman  there? 

A.  I  never  was  introduced  to  either 
'of  the  Secretaries  of  the  Treasury,  to 
my  recollection  ;  I  have  not  the  know- 
ledge of  the  person  of  any  one  of  the 
gentlemen  who  were  then  Secretaries 
of  the  Treasury. 

Q.  Or  one  of  the  chief  clerks? 

A.  Not  to  my  recollection. 

(Bt/  Mr.  Huskisson.) 

Q.  Before  you  received  your  ap- 
pointment from  tiie  Treasury,  were 
you  not  referred  to  the  Comptrollers 
of  Army  accounts,  to  be  examined  as 
to  y  jur  fitness  to  be  a  Commissary  ? 

A.  I  was. 

Q.  Do  you  recollect  what  interval 
there  was  between  that  reference  and 
your  appointment? 

A.  1  do  not. 

Q.  From  whom  did  you  receive 
tlie  letter  of  reference  to  the  Comp- 
troller? .> 

A.  I 
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A,  I  am  not  certain,  but  I  recollect 
the  ciicu instances  of  my  going  to  the 
Comptroller's  office  ;  1  saw  tlie  secre- 
tary ;  iVlr.  Fauquier,  1  think  his  name 
was,  gave  me  the  usual  questions 
\yhich  were  put,  which  I  was  to  an- 
swer on  a  sheet  of  paper,  what  my 
habits  of  life  had  been,  my  know- 
ledge of  business,  and  so  on  ;  those  I 
answered  ;  and  he  said  the  Comptrol- 
lers were  not  then  sitting,  but  if  I  was 
required  further,  he  would  let  me 
know. 

Q.  Do  you  know  whether  you  re- 
ceived that  letter  from  Mr.  Vernon? 

A.  I  did  not. 

Q.  State  to  the  Committee  in  what 
situation  on  the  Commissariat's  stalF 
you  were  employed  inuucdiately  be- 
fore your  were  sent  on  service  in 
Portugal  ? 

A.  Theaccounts  of  the  Commissary- 
General  were  not  made  up,  or  rather 
myaccounts,wtiich  are  the  last,  having 
been  kept  at  Buenos  Ayres  after  the 
departure  of  the  army,  having  been 
sent  there  to  pay  for  the  supply  of 
the  army  and  the  navy  on  their  return 
home;  and  I  was  apprized  by  Mr. 
Bullock,  that  I  was  placed  on  half- 
pay,  which  could  be  but  a  few  weeks 
previous  to  my  departure  for  Portu- 
gal ;  and  the  day  previous  to  my 
departure,  I  was  the  whole  day  with 
Mr.  Bullock,  tinally  settling  our  ac- 
eounts. 

Q.  You  were  Assistant-Commissary, 
Hnder  Mr.  Bullock,  of  Stores  and 
Provisions,  in  the  expedition  to  Bue- 
nos Ayres  ?     A.  I  was. 

Q.  Not  being  wanted  at  your  re- 
turn, you  were  placed  on  half-pay  a*? 
soon  as  your  services  could  be  dispensed 
with? 

A.  I  was  surprised  to  find  that  1 
was  placed  on  half-pay,  though  I  be- 
lieve it  was  but  for  a  very  few  weeks, 
because  my  acxounts  with  Mr.  Bullock 
were  not  settled,  and  I  resided  in 
London  in  consequence  of  it. 

Q.  Were  you  placed  on  half-pay 
by  any  order  of  the  Treasury  ? 

A.  i  was  only  apprized  of  it  through 
'Mr.  Bullock,  1  do  not  know  that  it 
^vas  the  fact. 


Q.  t)o  you  know  on  what  recam* 
mendation  you  were  sent  on  service 
to  I'ortugal  ? 

A.  1  do  not ;  Mr.  Coffin  told  me 
that  he  had  not  suggested  my  naine* 

Q.  Do  you  know  whether  Mr.  Cof- 
fin, the  Commisar} -General,  was  call- 
ed upon  on  the  occasion  of  the  expe- 
dtions  to  Portugal  and  Spain,  to  fur- 
nish the  Treasury  with  a  list  of  all 
assi'itant-commissaries  who  were  upon 
half-pay,  or  not  otherwise  wanted 
on  services  in  England,  in  order  that 
they  might  be  sent  on  service  to  those 
countries,  without  making  fresh  ap- 
pointments ? 

A.  Mr.  Bullock  called  upon  me  at 
the  coffee-house  where  I  had  resided, 
and  told  me  he  had  been  inform- 
ed that  morning,  that  J  was  put 
dov7n  for  the  expedition  under  Sir 
Arthur  Wqjlesley ;  I  was  in  bad 
health,  and  had  been  constantly  oc- 
cupied, and  he  knew  that  well ;  and 
he  said,  I  would  advise  your  going  ta 
the  Commissary-General*s,  in  Great 
George-street,  to-morrow. 

Q.  When  you  went  to  the  Commis- 
sary-General's, were  you  told  to  hold 
yourself  in  readiness  for  foreign  ser- 
vice? 

A.  I  think  Mr.  Coffin,  or  Mr. 
Morse,  said  to  me,  Well,  are  you 
ready  to  be  sent  again  ?  I  said,  I  hope 
not  just  yet.  I  think  Mr.  Coffin  came 
out,  and  said,  I  did  not  suggest  your 
name  to  the  Treasury,  I  assure  you  ; 
or  that  Mr.  Morse  said,  he  believed, 
that  Mr.  Coffin  had  not  done"  so. 

Q.  Had  you  made  no  application 
or  interest  to  go  upon  this  service  r 

A.  Certainly  not,  except  that  which 
I  made  to  Mr.  Harrison,  iindino-  I 
was  appointed  to  the  Store  Depart- 
ment. 

Q.  Up  to  the  period  that  you  ap- 
plied to  Mr.  Harrison,  requesting  that 
you  might  be  changed  from  the  de- 
partment of  Stores  to  the  department 
of  the  Accounts,  had  you  any  reason, 
except  that  you  could  perform  it  with 
more  satisfaction  ;  did  you  consider  it. 
any  promotion  in  the  service  ? 
,  A.  Certainly  not;  for  I  believe  it 
is    certain  that    there  is    a  greater 

chanQe 
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s:hance  of  promotioti  in  tlie  Store  De- 
partment, from  its  activity,  and  that 
activity  being  in  the  eye  of  the  Com- 
inander  in  Chief,  than  being  in  tiie 
Account  Department. 

(Bij  LoLD  Folk  STONE.) 

Q.  Before  you  were  in  the  Com- 
missary's Department,,  what  was  your 
profession  of  life  * 

A.  I'was  a  long  time,  after  my  fa- 
ther quitted  London  and  quitted 
business,  without  any  kind  of  occu- 
pation ;  my  father's  liberality  render- 
ed it  unnecessary  for  me  for  some  time 
previous  to  my  appointment. 

Q.  Before  you  were  appointed  to 
the  Commissariat,  did  you  not  follow 
the  business  of  a  stock-broker. 

A.  Some  years  previous  to  that,  I 
beUeve  in  the  year  ISOO,  or  1801  ;  I 
aU)  not  certain  precisely  as  to  dates. 

Q.  Why  did  you  quit  that  line  of 
life,  and  when  ? 

A.  It  was  my  father's  desire  ;  and 
besides  that,  in  consequence  of  peace 
jfirst,  and  afterwards  the  renewal  of 
hostilities,  I  lost  a  great  deal  of  money 
by  the  failure  of  ditFerent  persor.s, 
and  my  father  was  constantly  urging 
nie  to  quit  it,  as  a  very  hazardous  and 
dangerous  employment. 

Q.  Then  your  resignation  of  that 
profession  was  after  the  breaking  out 
of  hostilities  ? 

A.  I  am  pretty  sure  it  was. 
Q.   How  soon    after   did  you  pay 
1000/.   to  Mrs.  Clarke  for  this  situa- 
tion ? 

A.  My  father  paid  it;  my  father 
gave  me  the  money  for  it. 

Q.  Was  that  the  only  reason  as- 
signed foi  your  leaving  your  business 
of  a  stock- broker,  or  was  it  not  from 
embarrassed  circumstances  in  the 
Alley  ? 

A.  I  was  invited  to  stay  in  the  Stock 

Exchange  by  some  of  the  members, 

but  my  father  would  not  consent  to  it. 

Q.  Did  you    pay    all  your   dift'er- 

encps  ? 

A.  I  paid  my  last  shilling,  and  in- 
Tolved  myself  considerably. 

Q.  Did  you  pay  all  your  differ- 
ences ? 


A.  I  have  never  seen  the  paper,  nor 
my  books  of  the  Stock  Exchange,  be- 
cause they  were  delivered  immediately 
into  the  hands  of  the  Committee  ;  they 
were  requested  to  be  examined,  and 
to  this  moment  I  have  not  received 
them  back.  All  the  differences  would 
be  that  which  you  lose  by  the  failure 
of  others ;  and  among  others,  E.  P. 
Solomons  and  Mr.  Cope  were  deficit 
to  the  amount  of  live  or  six  thousand 
pounds  to  me,  which  was  the  cause  of 
iHY  leaving  the  Stock  Exchange. 

Q.  Have  you  paid  the  debts  due 
from  you,  at^lhe  time  of  your  quitting 
the  Stock  Exchange  ? 

A.  Certainly  not ;  because  these 
are  debts  due  from  me  in  point  of 
honour,  as  it  is  a  piac<i  where  many 
of  the  transactions  are  not  legal:  these 
are  due  from  me  ;  they  came  suddenly 
on  me;  and  I  believe  they  are  the 
only  transactions  that  I  had  with 
those  persons. 

Q.  Do  you  recollect  at  what  time 
your  quitting  the  Stock  Exchange 
took  place } 

A.  The  date  I  cannot  tell;  it  was 
the  time  of  the  failure  of  Mr.  E.  P. 
Solomons  and  Mr.  Cope. 

Q.  It  is  a  pretty  important  event  in 
jour  life;  do  wot  you  recollect  when 
it  Occurred  > 

A.  No;  not  unless  I  had  my  papers  ;• 
I  was  endeavouring  to  recollect  this 
morning  ;  but  I  have  not  a  particle  of 
paper  here  i  I  expect  my  things  from 
Lisbon  ;  and  1  could  tell  if  1  had  my 
banker's  book. 

Q.  Hon  have  stated  that  you  had, 
at  varioiLS  times,  lent  money  to  Mrs. 
Clarke  ;  had  you  lent  any  money  to 
Mrs.  Clarke,  previous  to  your  quitting 
the  Stock  Exchange  ? 

A.  I  do  not  believe  I  had. 
Q.  Plad  you  given    any  money  to 
Mrs.  Clarke  previous  to  your  quitting 
the  Stock  Exchange? 

Q.  I  do  not  believe  that  I  had. 
Q.  AVere  you  acquainted  with  Mrs. 
Clarke  previous  to  your  quitting  the 
%Stock  Exchange  ?    A.  Certainly. 
Q.  For  how  long? 
A.  1  must  refer  to  the  former  answer 

.  i  have 
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I  have  made,  that  I  had  known  Mrs. 
Clarke  forscverjil  years. 

.Q.  Do  you  recollect  the  first  time 
vou  either  lent  or  gave  any  money  to 
Mrs.  Clarke? 
A.   I  do  not. 

Q.  How  long  ago  might  it  be,  two 
Or  three  or  four  years  ago  ? 

A.  I  wish  1  could  answer  the  ques- 
tion, but  it  is  impossible;  I  have  not 
any  recollection  upon  the  subject  that 
can  be  called  accurate,  or  near  it. 

Q.  Was  it  all  in  one  year,  or  in  dif- 
ferent years  ? 

A.  Of  the  1,000/.  200/.  was  first 
given  her,  and  afterwards  the  800/. 

Q.  Were  these  the  only  sums  that 
you  ever  lent  her  ? 

A.  1  have  stated  before,  that  I  have 
lent  her  sums  at  different  limes,  wiiich 
I  iuid  always  been  assured  would  be 
repaid,  amounting  to  a  considerable 
sum,  wiiicb  I  cannot  recollect  exactly, 
but  which  never  were  repaid. 

Q.  Do  you  mean  to  state,  that  you 
lent  various  sums  of  money  to  a  consi- 
derable amour. t,  expecting  them  to  be 
repaid,  and  yet  have  no  recollection  of 
what  thev  were  r 

A.  Except  the  one  hundred  and 
seventy  guineas  for  the  vis-a-vis,  I 
have  no  recollection  of  the  precise 
sun)s. 

Q.  Do  you  mean  to  state,  that  they 
were  loans  to  Mrs.  Clarke?     A.  Yes. 
Q.  Had  you  any  security  for  those 
sums  of  money  that  you  lent  to  her  ? 
A?  None. 

Q.  Did  you  take  any  memorandum 
of  the  sums  that  tou  lent  to  her  ? 
A.  I  am  pretty  sure   not. 
Q.  And  those  sums  were  to  a  consi- 
derable amount,  at  various  times,  for 
which  you  took  no  memorandum? 
A.  I  have  taken  none. 
Q.  You  arrived  from  Portugal  on 
Thursday  last  ?     A.  Yes. 

Q.  Have  vou  seen  Mrs,  Clarke  since 
your  return  from  Portugal?    A.  Yes. 

Q.   When  did  you  see  Mrs.  Clarke 
since  your  return  from  Portugal? 
A.  On  Sunday  last. 
Q.  Have  you  seen  her  since? 
•    A.  I  saw  her  just  now,  in  the  Wit- 
ness's room. 


Q.  W^asa^iy  body  with  Mrs.  ClarV.e 
when  you  saw  her? 

A.  I  wailed  upon  her,  to  request 
tb.at  I  might  not  be  called  upon  as  a 
witness,  seeing  the  circumstance  of 
Colonel  French's  levy  in  the  newspa- 
per ;  I  saw  her  address  in  the  newspa- 
per. 

Q.  Was  any  body  with  Mrs.  Clarke 
when  you  called  upon  her? 

A.  Nobody,  but  a  young  lady  or 

two. 

Q.  What  conversation  passed  be- 
tween Mrs.  Clarke  and  you  when  you 
called  upon  her? 

A.  I  lamented  the  situation  in  which 
I  found  her  placed,  as  to  the  notoriety 
of  this,  and  that  I  had  always  told  her 
I  was  fearful  it  would  become  known  ; 
and  she  said,  the  Dnke  of  York,  to  (he 
best  of  my  recollection,  had  driven 
her  to  it  by  not  paying  her  debts,  and 
not  being  {)unctual  in  the  annuity,  a?, 
she  termed  it,  that  she  was  to  receive 
from  him. 

Q.  She  told  you  that  the  Duke  of 
York  had  driven  her  to  this  proceed- 
ing by  not  paying  her  debts,  and  not 
being  punctual  in  the  annuity  that  she 
was  to  receive  from  him  ? 

A.  I  do  not  know  that  she  said  he 
had  driven  her  to  it;  my  conversation 
was  as  short  as  possible,  merely  to  re- 
quest that  1  might  not  be  called  upon. 
Q.  Had  you  seen  Mrs.  Clarke 
before  you  went  to  Portugal,  in  the 
course  of  last  summer  ?  A.  Yes. 
Q.  Frequently  ? 

A.  I  cannot  positively  stale  how 
frequently. 

Q.  Do  you  recollect  what  was  the 
last  time  you  lent  her  or  gave  her  mo- 
ney ? 

A.  I  do  not  indeed. 
Q.  Have  you  lent  or  given  her  any 
monev  since  the  time  of  your  appoint- 
ment to  the  CommissariatI? 

A.  Upon  my  word  I  cannot  recol- 
lect ;  if  it  has  been,  it  must  be  very 
trilling. 

(By  Mr.  Hiley  Addington.) 
Q.  Can  you  positively  assert,  that 
neither  you  nor  any  other  person  con- 
nected with  you,   solicited  Sir  Brook 
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Watson  to  support  the  interest  wRich 
you  supposed  to  be  making  for  you  at 
the  Treasury,  to  procure  the  appoint- 
ment in  the  Commissariat  Depart- 
ment ? 

A.  Ne'wr  to  my  knowledge. 

Q.  Did  you  ivnow  that  Sir  Brook 
Watson  was  frequently  consulted  at 
the  Treasury  in  making  out  Commis- 
sariat Departments? 

A.  I  was  not  acquainted  with  that 
circumstance;  but  I  was  not  at  all 
known,  and  I  did  not  even  bow  to  Sir 
Brook  Watson  if  we  met:  I  was  not 
on  sufliciently  good  terms  with  Sir 
Brook  Watson  to  think  he  would  aid 
ii)e  in  the  appointment ;  on  the  con- 
trary, when  1  waited  on  him,  having 
received  my  commission,  he  did  not 
ssemto  know  me,  and  ordered  me  to 
depart  the  next  morning. 

Q.  Canyon  say  whether  Sir  Brook 
Watson  knew  that  interest  was  making 
in  your  favour  at  the  Treasury  for  that 
appointment  ? 

A.  I  know  nothing  of  that  circum- 
stance. 

(%  Sir  a.  Piggott.) 

Q.  Can  you  positively  say  that  Sir 
Brook  Watson  did  not,  to  the  best  of 
your  knowledge  make  any  application 
to  assist  with  his  recommendation  the 
interest  making  for  your  appointment? 

A.  I  believe,  to  the  best  of  my 
knowledge,  that  he  did  not  aid  me  in 
procuring  the  appointment. 

Q.  Have  you  always  and  uniformly 
represented  that  Mrs.  Clarke  was  the 
author  of  your  appointment  ? 

A.  I  avoided  saying  any  thing  upon 
tlie  subject  as  much  as  possible. 

Q.  Did  you  ever  at  any  time  say 
that  you  owed  your  appointment  to 
Sir  Brook  Watson  ? 

A.  I  have  not  any  recollection  of 
saying  so,  to  the  best  of  my  belief; 
but  it  is  hardly  possible  to  recollect 
circumstances  of  such  long  standing  ; 
I  always,  to  sliield  Mrs.  Clarke,  and 
to  prevent  any  suspicion,  said,  that 
she  did  not  give  me  the  appointment, 
and  therefore  I  confine  n.jself  to  the 
truth  intentionally  ;  I  gave  that  an- 
swer when  I  was  pressed   by  person^ 


who  knew  me  ;  th-^y  might  conjecture, 
but  1  always  avoided  the  question  as 
much  as  possible,  and  few  persons 
took  the  liberty  of  asking  me. 

Q,  If  you  ever  said  you  owed  your 
appointment  to  Sir  Brook  Watson, 
could  you  ever  have  forgotten  it  ? 

A.  The  errors  of  memory  are  so 
great,  that  I  cannot  positively  speak 
to  such  a  thing,  but  I  should  imagine  I 
never  did  say  so  ;  trusting  to  one's  re- 
collection at  a  length  of  time  is  a 
very  arduous  task. 

Q.  Do  you  admit,  that  you  miglit 
have  said  to  some  person  or  other  that 
you  owed  your  appointnient  to  Sir 
Brook  Watson,  and  have  forgotten 
that  you  said  .so  ? 

A.  1  do  not  think  that  I  ever  said 
so,  but  I  do  not  pledge  myself  to  say 
that  I  never  did  say  so ;  but  I  do  not 
believe  it. 

Q.  Do  you  admit,  that  you  might 
have  said  to  some  person  or  other  that 
you  owed  your  appointment  to  Sir 
Brook  Watson,  and  have  forgotten  that 
you  said  so  ? 

A.  I  have  answered  that  question 
to  tl)e  best  of  mv  knowledge. 

(William  Huskissom,  Esq.  a  Mem- 
ber of  the  House,  atfendlnir  in  his 
place,  ivas  examined  by  Mr.  Cal- 

CRAFT.) 

Q,  I  believe  you  were  Secretary  of 
thG  Treasury  in  the  months  of  ^iay,■ 
June,  and  July,  in  the  year  1805. 

A.   I  was. 

Q.  "Will  you  acquaint  the  Commit- 
tee what  is  the  course  of  application 
for  appointments  of  this  kind  to  the 
Treasury  ;  and  whether  you  recollect 
any  application  eitlierof  Mr.  llichard 
Manby,  or  of  the  gentleman  who  has 
just  been  examined  ? 

A.  The  course  of  application  for 
appointments  of  this  nature,  and  all 
other  appcintments  in  the  gift  of  the 
Treasury,  as  far  as  I  know  is  this  : 
that  an  application  is  either  made  di- 
rectly to  the  First  Lord  of  the  Trea-» 
sury,  or  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer, or  more  indirectly  to  those 
persons  through  the  channel  of  one  of 
the  secretaries  of  the  Treasury,  or  th^ 
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private  secretaries  of  those  persons  : 
sorueiimes,  r.ay   frequenlly,  applica- 
tions   are    rrKide   vt;!bally  ^itht^r   to 
the  First   Lord  of  the  Treasury,  or 
to  ihe  Chanc'^illor  of  the  EMihefjucr, 
wHo   makes  a  memorandu'n    of  die 
application,  aii'i  it  is    then  noted  in 
the  meinorandum  book   kept  by  iiis 
private  Secretary,  or  communicated 
to  the  Secretary  of    the    Treasurj/, 
to  be  noted  in  a  !i;emoranduin  book 
kept    tht^re  ;   If  any   application    is 
made  tor  an  appointment  on  oMicial 
ground;,  that  is  made  cert  uniy  in  a 
different  shape;     it  would  tiien  be 
presented  to  the  Board  of  Treasury 
in  the  shape  of  a  memorial,  or  some 
Osiicial  document,   which    vvouki  go 
tlirough   the    regular  course  of  of- 
ficial business  ;  of  that  nature   are 
recommendations  for  promotions  for 
Commissaries,   or    any     other    ser- 
vants of  the  public,  who  having  dis- 
tinguished   themselves,   receive  re- 
commendations from    the  superior 
under  whom  they  have  served  :  any 
documentof  the  latter  description,  I 
believe    would    be    forthcoming  in 
the  Treasury;  but  as  to  any  aupli- 
cation  for  an   appointment,   1  know 
no   instance   of  such   a  paper   being 
considered  an  official  application,  or 
register,  or  any  public  note  made  of 
it  :   in  consequence  of  that  1  do  not 
believe  that  the  most  diligent  search 
into   the   records   of   the   Treasury 
will  afford  any  trace    of  the  quarter 
.  or  of  the  manner  in  which  this  per- 
son was   recommended  to   his    ap- 
pomtment,  whether   the  application 
was  made  to  myself  to  be  commu- 
nicated to  the   then  Yir^A   Lord  of 
the  Treasury,  or  made  to  my  then 
colleague  in  office,  or  to  any  other 
person  who    had  access  to  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury,  or  whether  it 
was  made  to  the  First  Lord  of  the 
'  Treasury   himself,   I  am   altogeti-er 
ignorant.      I  certainly  have  not   the 
least     recollection    of    this    person 
being  recommended  ;  and   until  he 
stated  to  the  Committee    this  even- 
ing that  he  was  an  Assistant   Com- 
missary, I  did  not  know    that  there 
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was  such    a   person  upon  the  staff; 
upon  his  stating  that  circumstance, 
aiidthathe  purchased  the   crimmis- 
sion  from  ^Ls.  ^larke,  my  atti-'ntioii 
was  of  course  called  to  his  evidence  ; 
I  then  took  the  nnmeoftlie   witness, 
and  {have  )ecalle'i.  to  my  r(  collec- 
tion, tliiit  a  p  rson  of  that  nuijie  had 
been  directed   to  proceed  to  Portu- 
gal, to  serve    in   the    Co:nnji.'>£ar'at 
tlicre  ;  and  that  ht*  was  directed  for 
this    reason,  tliat  when  a  very  larae 
force  was  proceeding  to  Portugal  and 
to    Spain,  it  of  course   Ijecame  ne- 
cessary,  on   the   communication  of 
that  circumsiance   from   the  Secre- 
tary of  State,  to  provide  a  Commis* 
sariat  Staff   adequate  to  the  amount 
of  the  army  going  to  serve  in   those 
countries :   i  communicated  this  to 
the    Co!nu)is3ary   General   and    the 
Comptrollers  of  Army  Accounts,  and 
desired  they  would  furnish  me  with 
a  complete  list  of  all  the  Commis- 
saries   who  were    either  not    abso- 
lutelv    wanted    in    tiie    service    in 
Eimland,  or  beiu^  on  hulf-pav  miiilit 
be  sent:   in   the   list  so  sent,   I  ma;-t; 
have  found  the  name  of  this  gentle- 
man, and    1  can  state  that  with  the 
more  confidence,   because  extensive 
as  that  army  was,  and  numerous  as 
the   Commissariat,    there  was    not 
any  one  fresli  officer  appointed,    the 
whole  were    taken   either    from  the 
half-pay   of  the  Commissariat  as  I , 
have  stated,  or  from    persons,  who. 
in  consequence  of  the    reduction  of 
the   force  in  this    country,   it  was 
conceived    might  be  spared  for  fo- 
reign service.     I  am  confident  I  ne- 
ver saw  Mr.  Dowler  till  I  saw  him. 
at  the  bar  ;    I   certainly  do  not  re- 
collect any  one  ciicumstaiice  con- 
nected with  his  app^ointmeni :  I  do 
not  know  when    it  took    place,  nor 
can  1  give  any  other   account,   than 
that   which   I    have   now    given.     T 
know  that  JMr.  Manby  holds  an  ap- 
pointment m  the  Commissariat,  be- 
cause  finding  him  upon  half-pay  he 
was  directed  to  take  charge  ot  a  dis- 
trict iw  England  from  which  another 
Commissary    was  sent    on  foreign 
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service  ;  but  I  cannot  recollect 
wht^ther  ?vl.r.  iManby  \vas  appoiiiLed 
(hiring  the  lime  I  held  the  situa-tion 
of  Secretary  to  tlie  Treasury,  or  to  any 
other  period.  I  am  equally  ignorant  as 
to  the  circumstances  which  led  to  his 
appointment,  and  of  the  quarter 
from  which  he  \v;^s  recommended, 
as  of  the  person  who  has  been  ex- 
amined. 

Q.  Do  you  recollect  ?>Ir.  Adams 
being  appointed  a  Co.mmibsioner  of 
the  Lottery  ! 

.  A.  I  do  recollect  his  being  ap- 
pointed a  Commissioner  of  the  Lot- 
tery, when  he  was  private  Secretary 
to  JMr.  Pitt,  at  the  time  he  \vii^ 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury. 

(William  Sturges  Bourne,   Esq.  a 


Memhsr  nfthe  House,  attending  in 
hisplace,  ivas  excnninedasfollo'ccs:) 

Q.  You  were  Secretary  of  the  Trea- 
sury in  the  months  of  May,  June,  and 
July,  in  the  year  ]  805  .? 
.  A.   I  vvas. 
Q.  Will  you   acquaint  the  Com- 
mittee   whether   you    recollect   any 
application;   either   of  Mr.  Richard 
Manby  or  of  the  gentleman  who  has 
just  been  examined  ? 

A.  After  the  statement  uliich  has 
just  been  made,  it  will  be  only  ne- 
cessary for  me  to  stnte,  that  i  never 
saw  Mr.  Dowler,  till  I  saw  him  at 
the  bar  to  night.  I  do  not  recol- 
lect any  application  being  made  to 
me  on  the  subject  of  this  appoint- 
ment, and  am  totally  unacquainted 
with  the  circumstances  respecting  it. 


a 


Mr.  Wardle  expressed  a  wish  that  the  Committee  should  rise, 
„»id  the  Chairman  report  progress  on  account  of  the  late  hour  of 
the  night,  and  the  next  being  a  day  of  General  Fast  by  Royal  Pro* 
clamation.  He  also  7/ished  the  postponement,  as  he  was  much 
fati2:iied,'  and  it  was  necessar}^  from  the  peculiar  situation  he  was 


tion  of  the  witnesses  should  be  continued.  -At  the  same  time  he 
conceived,  if  the  hon.  gentleman  who  preferred  the  charges  wislied 
to  post[)one  entering  into  further  investigation  for  the  present,  he 
"was  entitled  to  indulirence. 

Mr.  Wardle  intimated  that  he  was  ready  to  proceed. 

INIr.  Croker  said,  if  it  did  not  derange  the  system  which  the' 
hon.  member  intended  to  pursue,  he  wished  Mrs.  Clarke  to  be 
called  in. 

JMr.  Wardle  not  making  any  answ-er, ,.Mr.  Croker  proceeded 
to  say,  it  was  his  determination  she  should  be  examined  that  night, 
and  be  would  insist  that  the  Committee  should  not  rise  untilshe 
was  called  in. — (A  cry  of  Order!  Order!) 


(Mr.  Jokv  Grant  ivas  palled  in,  and 
examined  hij  Mr.  Wardle.) 

Q.  Were  you  Agent  for  Colonel 
French's  Levy  ?     A.  1  was. 

Q.  Do  you  know  what  ac^ree- 
ment  existed  between  Coloiiel 
Frthch  ;'nd  Captain  Sandon,  with 
regard  to  the  Levy  ? 

A:  That  it  was  to  be  a  joint  con- 
cern. 


Q.  Do  you  mean  by  a  joint  con- 
cern, that  they  were  to  stand  in 
equal  proportion  of  gain  or  loss  ? 

A.  1  do. 

Q.  Do  you  of  your  knowledge 
know  through  whose  influence  it 
was  that  Colonel  French  first  ob- 
tained his  letter   of  service  .? 

A.  1  have  no  further  knowledge 
as  to  that  fact,  than   what  was  told 
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me  by  Colonel  French  and  Captain 
Sandon, 

Q.  Will  you  relate  what  Colonel 
French  and  Captain  Sandon  told 
you  ? 

A.  They  told  me  that  they  were  to 
have  a  levy,  and  were  to  get  it 
through  a  friend,  which  friend,  at 
that  lime  f  did  not  know  ;  hut  be- 
fore the  letter  of  service  came  cut, 
1  was  acquainted  that  it  was  through 
a  Mrs.  Charkc. 

Q.  Did  you  know  from  them  that 
they  had  gained  that  letter  of  ser- 
vice through  the  medium  of  that 
friend  ihtn  unknown  to  you  ? 

A.  They  told  me  so. 

Q.  Do  you  recullect  that  during 
the  progress  of  the  lew,  any  alter- 
ation was  applied  for  in  the  original 
terms  of  the  levy  through  the  same 
medium,  Mrs.  Clarke  f 

A.  I  do  knf)w  that  an  alteration 
was  applied  for  :  they  applied,  but  I 
cannot  say  that  that  was  through 
the  same  medium. 

Q.  State  what  that  alteration  was  ? 

A.  1  cannot  inup.ediately  state  it 
from  recollection,  but  it  will  appear 
upon  the  letter  which  was  issued 
from  the  War-office  in  consequence. 

Q.  A  letter  sanctioning  the  al- 
teration was  issued  from  the  War- 
oflice  in  consequence  of  an  applica- 
tion, but  through  what  medium  you 
do  not  know  ?     A.  No. 

Q.  Did  you  ever  hear  Colonel 
French  or  Captain  Huxley  Sandon 
say  by  what  means  they  had  ob- 
tained that  aUerarion  ? 

A.  I  in  fact  knew  the  means,  be- 
cause it  was  a  letter  written  apply- 
ing for  such  an  .alteration. 

Q.  To  whom  was  that  letter  ad- 
dressed ? 

A.  I  understood  to  the  Comman- 
der in  Chief. 

Q.  From  Colonel  French  and 
Captain  SaiKlon  ?     A.  Yes. 

Q.  Can  you  recollect  that  any 
other  alteration  in  the  levy  was 
made  r 

A.  I  cannot  charge  my  memory 
with  any  more  tliciii  one. 


Q.  \Vas  there  any  alteration  with 
respect  lo  boys  ? 

A.  I  think  that  was  in  the  origi- 
nal letter  of  service  ;  I  cannot  be 
certain  as  to  that  ;  but  it  was  either 
in  the  original  letter  of  service,  or 
in  the  amendment. 

Q.  Were  you  acquainted  with  the 
tenns  on  which  JNIrs.  Clark* 's  influ- 
ence v^as  obtained  by  Cdlonel  French 
and  Captain  Hi^xley  Sandon  ? 

A.  I  did  understand  at  first  that 
she  was  to  have  500/.  or  guineas; 
but  afterwards  1  understood  th*^  i« 
was  some  otiier  alteration,  which 
vi-as  to  allow  a  guinea  for  every  man 
raised. 

Q.  Do  you  know  that  any  sum  or 
sums  of  money  were  paid  in  conse- 
quence of  that  last  agreement  to 
Mvs.  Clarke? 

A.  I  have  been  told  so  ;  but  know 
nothing  of  it  myself. 

Q.  Were  you  told  so  by  Colonel 
French,  or  Captain  Huxley  Sandon? 

A.  By  both. 

Q.  You  were  told  both  by  Colonel 
French,  and  Captain  Huxley  San- 
don, that  Mrs.  Clarke  received  pay- 
ments according  to  the  last  agree- 
ment of  a  guinea  a  man  in  addition 
to  the  500  guineas  originally  con- 
tracted for  ? 

A.  I  cannot  say  v*^hethcr  it  was 
upon  the  first  or  the  last  agreement, 
but  that  she  received  several  sums. 

Q.  Do  \oii  know  that  she  received 
several  sums  subsequent  to  the  agree- 
ment you  t^peak  of,  of  a  gumea  a 
man  ?  -^ 

A.  I  do  not  know  at  what  period 
she  received  aoy  sum  ;  noj  do  I 
speak  from  m}'  knowledge  of  iier  re- 
ceiving any,  but  only  f.oni  what  I 
was  informed  by  Colonel  French  and 
Captain  Huxley  Sandon. 

Q.  Did  you,  as  agent  to  the  levy, 
pay  any  sum  of  money  to  her  or  to 
any  other  person  r 

A.  To  her  n,  ne  :  but  to  several 
others  very  large  sums 

Q     Do    V'V.    r^voUt^ci  PHyiug  a 

drait  oi'200L  drawn  in  favour  of  Mr. 

Corri,  b\  Captaui   Huxiey  Sandon  ? 
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A.  I  aecppted  such  a  draft,  and  it 
\\as  paid  by  my  banker. 

Q.  The  amount  of  that  was  placed 
to  the  levy  account  ? 

A.  To  tlie  levy  account. 

Q.  Ilcive  you  ever  utuierstood  or 
been  told  by  C<donel  I'rench  or  Cap- 
tain Sandon,  that  ]Mrs.  Clarke  has 
received  very  considerable  sums  for 
Ler  influence  on  the  levy  account  ? 

A,  I  have, 

Q.  Did  tliey  ever  either  one  or  tlie 
other  of  iheni  tell  you,  or  have  vou 
reason  to  know,  the  amount  of  the 
difierent  sums  paid  to  her  on  that  ac- 
count ? 

A.  1  luiovv  nothing  ofmy  own  self; 
but  they  have  mentioned  to  me  the 
sum,  I  think  of  ],700/. 

Q.  Did  yo'j  ever  hear  Colonel 
French  oi  Captain  Sandon  complain 
of  xNlrs.  Clarke  having  disappoinled 
iheni  in  any  of  their  applications  on 
that  subject  ? 

A.  I  d^i  not  know  that  they  ever 
made  any  others  to  her. 

Q.  Did  you  ever  hear  Colonel 
French  or  Captain  Sandon  complain 
of  Mrs.  Clarke  having  disappointed 
them  in  any  of  their  cipplicaiions  on 
that  Subject  ? 

A.  I  cannot  call  any  such  thing 
to  my  memory;  it  docs  not  occur 
to  me  at  present. 

Q-  Do  you  recollect  Colonel 
French  and  Caplain  Sandon  lo  l.ave 
expressed  themselves  satislied  with 
the  exertions  iSiiS.  Clarkt-  had  made 
in  iheir  favour  ?     A.  No. 

Q,  Vjo  yon  rt^coihcr  tluU  Colonel 
French  e\er  applic^d  to  you  tv^spect- 
ing  the  loan  of  o,(>00/  that  was  to 
be  rHi::;ed  for  the  Conimar.der  in 
Chief  r 

A.  He  did  mention  to  me  il);'t  he 
wibl.e.i  tcj  fToid  u,  thv.'  Duke  such  ;ui 
acconimodutic'ti. 

Q.  Di  .  Colonel  French  desire  you 
to  take  aii;.  steps  ijwaids  procur'ug 
that  ixniey  ?     A    Nt). 

Q   Did  he  bL.ite  tu  you  his  reason 
for    v  i-old.;^:,    to    acc > m'.ioda! ••    ttie 
CommaLdci  ii;  Chief  with  ihal  sum  ,? 
A.  No. 


Q.  But  you  recollect  that  Colonel 
French  spoke  to  you,  respecting  the 
raiting  of  such  a  sum  of  mone)  for 
the  Connnar.der  in  Cinef  ? 

A  I  do  ;  that  he  asked  him  to 
lend  it  to  him  for  the  purpose. 

Q.  Will  you,  as  nearly  as  you  can 
recollect,  state  what  passed  upon 
that  subject  ? 

A.  I  do  not  recollect  any  particu- 
lars that  passed,  further  than  his 
asking  me  lo  lend  him  such  a  sum  of 
money  i^jv  that  purpose;  as  lo  the 
particular  Vvords  1  cannot  possibly 
recollect. 

Q.  You  took  no  steps  whatever 
for  raising  ihe  money  ?     A.  Nor.e. 

Q.  Did  you  stace  to  Colonel 
French  tiisitit  could  not  be  done  ? 

A.  1  told  Colonel  Trench  that  un- 
der the  heavv  advance  I  already  was 
for  the  X^'^y,  f  certainly  could  not  do 
it  with  convenience. 

Q.  Do  vou  recollect  that  Colonel 
French  suggested,  that  this  loan  of 
5,000/.  v.'as  to  be  advanced,  provid- 
ed the  arrears  due  from  Government 
on  the  levy  account  were  paid  up  ? 

A.  No  such  condition  or  provisioji 
was  stated;  but  it  was  observed,  that 
if  that  s!;ould  be  recovered  it  raitiht 
form  a  part  of  it. 

Q.  U'as  it  Colonel  French  v.'ho 
niade  thai  observation  ? 

A.  I  really  cannot  recollect 
whether  it  was  from  Colonel  French 
or  from  mvself. 

Q.  Then  the  niode  of  accommo- 
dating the  Duke  of  York  was  agitat- 
ed between  you  ? 

A.  If  that  may  be  called  a  mode, 
it  ce-  lainly  was. 

Q.  Do  you  mean  to  say,  that  if  the 
sum  duefroai  5j'o\ernment  to  Colonel 
Frt'Dcli  on  account  ol  the  levy  was 
paid  up,  the  Duke  of  York  might  on 
that   eveni   nave    been     accommo- 
dated ? 

A.  No,  ceriainlv  not. 
Q.  Wao  auN-  application   made  to 
}tur    knovOedge     bv    the    Duke   of 
York,  f:»r  ihe  pnymg  up  ol  the  sums 
due  on  the  levy  ? 

A.  Not 
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Fnnich  con)p!aiaing  of  other  parties 
having  larger  bountiesthaii  were  al- 
luwed  to  his  levy,  and  that  that  hurt 
his  recruiting  very  inuch  ? 

A.  lie  did  niention,  ihat  he  met 
recruiting  parties  wherever  he  went; 
but  as  to  the  bounty  being  larger, 
or  not,  I  cannot  under  lake  to  say 
that  he  did. 

Q.  It  is  understood  that  Colonel 
French  and  Captain  Sandon  )';ad  at 
oiie  time  thirteen  guineas,  and  at 
another  lime  nineteen  ;  at  wiiat  pe- 
riod was  the  sum  advanced  from  the 
thirteen  to  the  nineteen  ? 

A.  I  cannot  speak  particularly  as 
to  the  period,  but  I  think  it  was  in 
May  1804-  ;  if  the  letter  of  service 
is  referred  to,  that  will  shev;  it  dis- 
tinctly. 

Q.  Did  Colonel  French  tell  you 
wbelher  that  advance  was  procured 
through  the  medium  of  JNlrs  Clarke  ? 

A.  No. 

Q.  Do  you  recollect  t'lat  Colonel 
French  ever  told  you  that  through 
the  influence  of  Mrs.  Clarke,  he  had 
obttiined  permission  to  have  hi^  re- 
cruits passed  nearer  the  places  where 
they  were  recruited  than  before  ? 

A.  No. 

[The   witness  was  directed    to  with- 
draw.] 


A.  Not  that  I  know  of. 

Q.  Did  Col')i\el  French  ever  tell 
you  such  application  was  to  be 
made,  or  had  been  made  ? 

A.  Color.el  French  did  promise 
that  he  v/ould  memorial  the  Duke 
upon  It. 

Q.  Did  vou  say  that  if  the  money 
was  paid  up,  the  5,i)00L  was  to  be 
lent  to  him  ?      A.  No. 

Q.  Tlien  yo^i  mean  merely  to 
state,  that  if  the  money  due  on  ac- 
count of  t'.e  levy  was  paid,  that  on 
that  event  vou  would  have  been  able 
to  have  met  Colonel  French's  wishes, 
and  to  have  made  the  advances  to 
the  Duke  of  York  ? 

A.  No;  I  never  mentioned  any 
such  idea,  nor  took  it  into  conside- 
ration. 

Q.  I  thought  you  said  that  there 
beinff  so  much  due  from  Colonel 
French  on  the  account  of  the  levy, 
you  could  not  meet  his  wishes  upon 
that  subj'^ct  ? 

A.  That  did  not  relate  to  what  was 
due  from  theWar  Office,  but  to  a  large 
sum  still  due  from  Colonel  French 
and  Captain  Sandon;  which  they 
harl  expended  perhaps  in  other  ways, 
and  which  sum  they  are  still  in- 
debted to  me,  to  a  very  large 
amount. 

Q.     Do    you    recollect    Colonel 

Lord  Folkstone  complained  that  it  was  exhausting  the  pa- 
tience of  the  Hous'.,  by  persisiing  in  continuing  an  examination 
that  had  already  gone  to  such  a  length. 

Mr.  Perceval  contended  it  was  essentially  requisite  to 
the  ends  of  justice,  which  all  parties  aimed  at,  that  Mrs.  Clarke 
should  be  examined  this  night,  and  they  ought  to  proceed  to  it 
now;  the  present  witness  might  as  well  be  examined  at  any  fu- 
ture day,  but  iter's  v»-as  the  only  evidence  ihat  could^  by  possibility, 
affect  th.i  Duke. 

Mr.  War  OLE  said,  he  needed  no  force  to  compel  him  to  do 
his  duty;  he  had  laid  down  his  plan  for  proceeding;  but  if  it  was 
the  vvdsh  of  tne  House,  he  xvould   agree  she  should  be  called  in. 

[Mrs.  Clarke  was  accordingly  ordered  to  the  Bar.] 

Afier  some  interval,  the  Chairman  stated  to  the  House^  he  had 
received  'i  inessage  by  the  Serjeant,  from  Mrs.  Clarke,  that  she  was 
so  much  indisposed  and  exhaissted  with  waiting,  that  she  wisned  to 
be  indulged  with  a  ciuiir.  FJe  afterwards  corrected  his  mistake  by 
saying,  her  wish  was  ^hat  she  might  be  excused  from  being  called 
in.     {GencrcU  ciy  of  ^^  Call  her  iiij  and  order  a  chair  for  her"") 

Aeon- 
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A  consiflerable  delay  followed  before  she  appeared  at  the  "Bar. 
"When  she  did,  she  said,  '^  I  am  so  exhausteci  by  waitioi^  iuv  up- 
wards oi' ei2,hi  hours,  that  lam  not  able  to  be  examined  to-nijilu. 


(Cry  of  go  on.)  The  Chairman  told  her  there  was  a  chair  for  her. 
She  repiicd,  *' That  will  not  lake  the  iatigue  off  which  I  have  suf- 
fered ill  bofty  and  miud.     Slie  was  then  surlered  to  willidiaw. 

Mr.  Yorke  expressed  his  apprehensions  of  undue  influence, 
"by  her  having  ihe  opportunity  of  communicaiing  wiiU  the  other 
vfiinesses.  Ke  li'.efefore  felt  himself  under  the  necessity,  if  she 
persisted  in  reiusing  to  be  examined,  to  move  that  she  slioidd  be 
coaiRMtted  to  thecu-tody  of  the  Serjeant  at  Arms,  and  tliatiio  per- 
son v»'hateyer  should  be  permitted  to  have  any  intercourse  vvitli  her. 

Lord  Hknuy  Petty  had  the  same  feeling,  that  she  rnust  either 
submit  to  be  examined  or  be  comndtted;  but  he  thouglu  it  right 
she  slioukl  be  apprised  of  the  alternative. 

Mr.  Vi^iLL!  AMs  Wyisni:  reminded  them  the  House  must  be 
resumed  before  they  could  exercise  the  power  of  conunilting  her. 

Mr.  Rose  tliought  it  fair  she  should  be  informed,  that  she 
might  agree  to  seclude  herself  from  ail  intercourse  unli(  her  next 
examination. 

Mr.  Yorke  was  not  aware  there  v/as  no  precedent  to  be  found 
of  a  CommiUee  coinmitlins:  a  witness  for  refusinar  to  answer. 

The  Sprakeh. said,  it  was  of  the  highest  importance  to  deal 
vihh  the  liberty  of  the  subject,  lie  was  not  acquainted  with  any 
precedent  ot  a  Committee  committing  a  witness;  he  was  sure 
there  was  no  modern  one;  as  there  vras  no  precedent  of  an  exami- 
nation into  such  a  comnlaint  as  the  present  since  the  days  of  Queeii 
Anne.  He  conceived,  however,  they  could  do  nodiing  conclusive 
in  a  Committee. 

Mr.  Sheridan  could  not  see  if  she  persisted  in  refusing  to  an- 
swer, how  they  could  compel  her;  and  if  they  could,  the  world 
might  say  that  such  a  proceeding  was  unfair;  na}",  she  herself 
might  licreafter  attribute  her  answers  to  such  compulsion,  and  de- 
ny them.  Making  allowance  then  for  these  considerations,  would 
it  add  to  the  cure  by  locking  her  up?  But  if  it  were  right  in  this 
case,  why  not  confine  all  the  otlier  witnesses,  to  prevent  communi- 
cation ?  To-morrow  also  was  the  Fast  Day, and  so  she  would  be  of 
necessity  in  confinement  till  Tiuirsday.  13esides,  she  has  already 
had  all  the  time  that  was  necessary  for  holding  any  cominunicatioii 
that  might  be  thought  necessary. 

Mr.  VVardle  stated,  he  had  jost  received  a  note  from  Mrs. 
Clarke,  in  which  she  expres*ied  a  wish  to  see  him,  as  she  was  very 
mucii  indisposed. 

Mr.  Lyttleton  and  Mr.  Croker  both  expressed  their  wish 
she  should  be  immediately  examined,  as  they  ieared  she  would  have 
communications  widi  the, witnesses  already  examined. 

Mr.  Adam  felt  the  circun^istances  Ihey  were  placed  in  to  be  of 
the  most  serious  nature;  tlie  cause  itseli  was  ot  the  greatest  im- 
portance, and  the  eyes  of  the  country  were  upon  them;  but  they 
were  to  do  iheir  duty.     There  were  important  considerations  which 

*  should 
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should  be  equally  bfilancerl,  as  on  tbe  one  band,  they  should  see 
that  no  coiinnuiiication  was  had  vviiji  her,  soon  theoclierjit  should 
not  be  said  that  her  evidence  was  forced.  This  was  tiiti  diiemma 
tiiey  were  placed  in;  as  in  cases  of  Coinoiittecs  upon  contested 
elections,  they  could  not  coiiiine  witnesses  for  reliisin:^  to  answer, 
so  he  conceived  they  could  not  here;  this  it  was  redu  :cd  them  to 
the  difficulty  they  were  in.  Oi"  lUe  two  evils  then,  he  t}u)nglu  it 
better  to  leave  off  where  ihey  were,  and  to  let  it  go  to  the  credit  of 
her  testimony,  if,  upon  examination,  it  should  appenr  she  had  had 
any  communication  wilh  the  oth^r  witnesses;  but  if  th.yv.ere  to 
force  her  on  now,  that  would  be  an  excuse  for  iier  testimony;  but 
not  an  impeaclnueiU  of  her  credit. 

.  Mr.  CanniiN'g  su2:<i;ested  the  exajnining  her  now^ merely  to  the 
point,  wheiher  she  had  any  communication  with  the  last  witness 
but  one,  sirice  he  retired  Irom  the  bur? 

Mr.  WnitBREAD  wished  Co  know  of  what  use  this  would  be; 
thouuh  she  should  answer  in  the  neojative,  vet  she  mis.ht  s:mn  in- 
lormation  to-morrow  by  channels  he  cordd  not  allude  to  there.  He 
thought  it  better  to  begin  with  her  on  the  next  night  \\ie  Commit- 
tee should  sit,  and  then  examine  her  as  to  these  points;  at  present 
one  question  would  bring  on  another,  and  that  at  a  time  when  she 
had  declared  she  was  unable  to  answer.  He  therefore  thought  it 
advisable  to  defer  the  examination. 

Mr.  Canning  ended  the  discussion  by  su2:Grestino:  the  callina:  in 
r.  Dowser,  and  interrogating  him  whether  he  had  any  commuui- 
cation  with  Mrs  Clarke  since  his  examination. 


(Mr.  Dowler  teas  nccordinghi  called 
in  and  excunined..) 

Q.  Since  you  quitted  this  bar,  iiave 
you  had  any  coDimuiiication  v.'iih  Mrs. 
CJarke  ? 

A.  Only  to  offer  her  refreshment,  as 
she  is  very  unwell ;  I  procured  u  gkiss 
of  wine  and  water  for  her,  which  I  put 
beside  her." 

Q.  Have  you  communicated  to  her 
the  substance  of  what  passed  here 
during  your  examination?     A.  No. 

Q.  How  long  were  you  in  the  room 
with  Mrs.  Clarke? 

A.  1  imagine  five  or  ten  minutes: 
the  gentlemen  withdrew  from  the 
room  for  some  time,  and  I  was  absent 
at  the  time  :  I  was  in  the  room  per- 
haps five  or  ten  minutes. 

Q.  Did  you  give  Mrs.  Clarke  any 
intimation  whatever  of  Avhat  had 
passed  in  this  House  ? 

A.  She  asked  me  the  names  of  the 


gcntleir.cn  by  whom  I  had  been  e\'a- 
min-ed  ;  and  I  answered  that  1  did  not 
knov/  I  hem. 

Q.  What  ether  persons  w^ere  present 
in  the  room  ? 

A.  The  whole  g^  the  witnesses  I  be- 
lieve; she  was  unv/ell,  and  several 
gentlemen  gathered  round  her,  and 
asked  her  v.diether  she  would  take  re- 
freshment. 

Q.  How  many  witnesses  are  there 
attending  ? 

A.  When  I  say  all  the  witnesses,  I 
suppose  there  were  eight  or  nine  in  the 
room,  1  cannot,  speak  positively. 

Q.  Were  you  apprised  th:it  you 
oug.htnotto  have  any  communicatioa 
with  Mrs.  Clarke  ? 

A.  I  felt  so. 

Q.  And  acted  entirely  from  your 
own  feelings  upon  the  subject  ? 

A.   X  es., 
[The  witness  was    ordered    to    with- 
draw.] 


The  House  then  resumed,  and  the  Coraniifee  uai  ordered  to  sit  .^gain  on  Thursday,  for 
wiiica  day  tUe  wituesses  were  ordered  to  be  suinmrmfd. 

-~ ^.  FOURTH 
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FOURTH  DAY 

THURSDAY,    FEBRUARY    9,   1809. 


Previous  to  the  House  going  into  a  Committee  for  the  farther  hi- 
vestigation  of  the  conduct  of  His  Royal  Higbiu^ss  the  Duke  of  York, 

Mr.  Sheridan  presented  a  Petition  from  Peter  Finnerty,  praying 
to  he  heard  in  his  own  defence,  against  reports  to  liis  disadvantage, 
he  heinrr  at  present  under  prosecution,  upon  a  criminal  informat'on 
filed  by  the  Attorney-General,  and  which  was  expected  to  be  shortly 
brouo-ht  to  trial. — The  Petition  was  ordered  to  be  laid  upon  the  Table, 

On  the  motion  being  made  that  the  House  go  into  the  Committee, 

Mr.  YoRKE  staged,  that  in  consequence  of  what  had  fallen  from 
him  upon  a  late  occasion,  as  to  the  committing  of  a  witness  under 
similar  circumstances  to  those  of  the  lady  concerned  in  tb.is  investi- 
gation, (Mrs.  Clarke,)  he  wished  to  explain  his  motives,  as  he  v^as 
anxi(^us  that  his  conduct  should  nat  ap,pear  either  novel  or  harsh. 
He  had,  in  the  mean  time,  seaiched  the  Journals  of  the  House  for 
precedents  of  similar  committals,  which  with  their  permission  he 
should   beg  the  Clerk  to  read. 

The  Cleik  then  read,  at  Mr.  Yorke's suggestion,  from  the  18th 
Volume  of  the  Journals,  an  account  of  what  passed  in  the  Commit- 
tee in  the  case  of  Matthew  Prior,  who  was  to  be  examined  as  a  wit- 
ness before  a  Secret  Committee  of  the  House,  as  to  certain  practices 
that  had  prevailed,  which  had  brought  on  the  transactions  that  led  to 
the  Treaty  of  Utrecht,  very  soon 'after  the  accession  of  the  House 
of  Brunswick  to  the  Throne.— It  was  dated  19rh  June,  171^%  and 
along  with  other  entries,  upon  subsequent  month.s,  shewed,  that 
upoii'the  motion  of  a  Mr.  Wajpole,  various  witnesses,  and  Matthew 
Prior  in  particular,  were  ordeied  into  the  custody  ol'  the  Serjeant  at 
Arms,  in  order  that  they  might  be  secured  to  give  their  testimony  at 
the  Bar;  and  also  that  they  might  have  p.o  communication  with  any 
individual  who  might  influence  their  testimony. 

Lord  Folkstone  regretted  that  the  time  of  the  House  should  be 
taken  up  with  reading  of  precedents,  were  it  merely  for  the  purpose 
of  the  private  justification  of  the  right  hon.  gentleman's  motives. 
If  it  were  otherwise  than  for  a  private  purpose,  he  must  protest  a- 
galnst  the  doctrine  laid  down,  that  witnesses  cominunicating  together 
upon  the  matter  on  which  they  might  be  examined  in  that  House,, 
was  to  be  considered  as  invalidating  their  testimony.  Their  meetmg 
was  a  necessary  consequence,  likely  to  arise,  but  unless  it  could  be 
shewn  they  thereby  squared  their'  testimony  so  as  to  agree  with 
each  other,  he  should  protest  against  such  a  doctrine  being  supported^ 

The  Houss  then  ^vent  into  a  Committee,  Mr.  Wharton  m  the 

chair. 
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Mr.  Sturges  EcurinE  attc?iding  in 
/lis place,  made  thcjolioivingstate- 
?nent. 

"  I  stated  on  a  former  night,  thnt 
1  had  never  seen  the  Witness,  Mr. 
Dowlcr,  and  that  1  did  not  recollect 
that  he  had  ever  been  recommended 
to  Mr.  Pitt  through  me ;  but  that 
if  such  recommendation  had  taken 
place,  I  siiould  probably  be  able  to 
find  a  memorandum  of  it:  I  have 
since  searched  for  such  a  memoran- 
dum, but  I  can  find  no  trace  of  iiis 
having  been  so  recommended." 

Mr.  Huskisson,  tlicn  spoke  as  fol- 
loivs: 

**  I  stated  on  the  former  evening, 
%hat  I  had  no  knowledge  of  Mr.  Dow- 
ier,  nor  no  recollection  of  ever  hav- 
ing seen  hi  id,  or  his  having  been  re- 
commended through  me  to  Mr,  Pitt. 
I  certainly  have  now  no  recollection 
of  any  circumstance  I  liad  not  then  ; 
in  consequence  of  what  I  stated  to  the 
Committee,  that  I  should  mak?  an  in- 
quiry,   I  proceeded,    in  the   first  in- 
stance, to  cause  a  careful  search  to  be 
made   at   the   Treasury,  \vheth>er   a- 
mong  the  minutes    of   that  Depart- 
ment there  was  any  paper  to  be  found, 
or  any  trace  of  a  recommendation  of 
this   Gentleman;    tlie    result    of  that 
search    was,  that  there  was  no  such 
document   in  the  Treasury.     I  then 
sent  to  the  present  Commissary  Gene- 
ral, Mr.  CoiHn,  and   I   desired  Mr. 
Coffin  to  examine  all  the  books  of  the 
late  Sir  Brook  Wal-^on,  and  all  the  pa- 
pers   which,  in    the  course  of  office, 
when  he  succeeded  Sir  Brook  Watson, . 
iiad    been   placed  in   his  care;  I  also 
desired  the  persons  who  had  Sir  Brook 
Watson's   private   papers,  his  execu- 
tors, to  examine  such  papers  as  were 
in   their   possession  ;    they  have   not 
been   able  to  find,  either  In  the  pub- 
lic records  of  the  Commissariat  De- 
partment, or  among  his  private   pa- 
pers, any  trace  of  a  recommendation 
by  him,  either  official  or  private,  of 
Mr.  Dowler,   to  the  situation  he  now 
holds ;  the  only  mention  made  of  Mr. 
Dowler  in  the   books  of  this  depart- 
ment  is  what  1  shall  state  presently. 
Having  failed  in  this  quarter,  1  ap. 
No.  5. 


plied  to   Mr.  Adams,  Mr.  Pitt's  pr?-^ 
vate  Secretary  at  the  litne  he  was  ap« 
pointed,  for  any  information  he  might 
possess,  or  any  recollection  he  n  ight 
have  upon  the  subject.     M*-.  Adams 
had  not  the  least  recollection,  as  he 
stated   and    is  ready  to  >tate  in   evi- 
dence if  he  is  called,  of  any  recom- 
mendation of  Mr.  Dowler;  h»r  states, 
that  with  respect  to  all  private  papers 
of  Mr.    Pitt,  and   anv  memorandum 
which   might  have  been  kept  of  per* 
sons  who  had  been  recommended  to 
him  for  appointments,  whether  those 
appointments  had  been  conferred  or 
not,  they  were  in  the  possession  of  the 
Bisliop  of  Lincoln,  as    his   executor. 
Mr.  Adams  went  yesterday  to  the  towa 
residence  of  the   Bishop  of  Lincoln, 
the  Bishop  is  at  Buckden,  and  there- 
fore he  could  not  obtain  any  informa- 
tion there  ;  but  Mr.  Adams  stated  to 
me,  that  before  the  papers  of  the  late 
Air.  Pitt  were  removed  from  Down- 
ing-street  to  the  Bishop's,    all  those 
which  did  not  appear  to  be  of  any 
importance,  but    merely   of   indififer- 
ence,  were  destroyed.      Whether  any 
memorandum  of  this   nature   were  or 
were  not,  1  must  leave  the  Commit- 
tee   to    form   an   opinion.     I  also  iu- 
quired   of    every   Gentleman    in   the 
Treasury,    at   thnt   time,    as    to   any 
knowledge  they  might  have  respect* 
ing  the  manner  in  which  Mr.  Dowler 
had    been    recommended  ;     none    tf 
those,  whom   I  have  seen,  profess  to 
have  any  knowledge  of  the   quarter 
from    which    he   was   recommended. 
Under  these   circumstances,  it   may 
perhaps  be  necessary  to  state,  if  the 
Comni-itt^e  wishes  for  any  further  light 
I  can  throw  upon   this  subject,  that  I 
find   upon   the  2Qth   of  March    1305, 
Sir  Brook  Watson,  then  Conmissarv 
General,    appned     officially    to    the 
Treasury  by  a  letter,  which  I  hold  in     ' 
my  hand,  that   three  additional   As- 
sistant Commissaries  should     be    ap-      / 
pointed.    \f  it  is  necessary  I  will  read 
the  leiter.     On  the-  5lh  of  June  1805, 
Sir  Brook  Watson  writes  again  to  the 
Treasury,  requesting  that  five  addi- 
tional Commissirries  may  beappointedi 
B^jt  I  inust  nere  observe,  that  b\  the 
p  ggntext 
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conte?Jt  of   the   letter   of  the  5th   of  ill  health.     In   consequence  of  thes« 

June,  it  appears,  that  \vs  request  of  requisitions  of  Sir   Brook   Watson,  it 

the  20th  of  March  had  not  then  been  appears,  that   on  the    15th  of  June  I 

attended    to;    no    appointments    had  was    directed   by   the    Lords    of    the 

taken  place  in  consequence  of  the  for-  Treasury  to  write  a  letter  to  the  Conip- 

mer  letter;  that  would  be,  therefore,  troilers  of  Army  accounts.   Thi>isthe 

^ve  in  the  whole;  and  he  presses  their  first  trace  I  can  tind  of  Mr.  Dowler. 

immediate  appointment.     On  the  6th  This  letter  it  may  be  necessary,  per- 

of  July,  he  stated  the  necessity  of  one  haps,  I   should  read  to  the  Comrait- 

Riore,  in  consequence  of  one  being  in  tee. 

"  Treasury  Chambers, 
<<  Gentlemen,  Junel^rh,   1805. 

**  The  Lords  Commissioners  of  His  Majesty's  Treasury  intending 
to  recommund  to  His  Majesty,  William  Dowler,  Gentleman,  for  the 
situation  of  Assistant  Commissary  on  the  Home  Establishment,  if  he 
shall  be  found  properly  qualified  for  that  service;  1  am  commanded  br 
Mv  Lords,  to  desire  you  will  accordingly  e..xamine  into  his  fitness  and 
sufHciency,  and  report  to  tliis  Board,  the  result  of  such  enquiry. 

I  am,  Sec, 

Wm.  Huskisson." 

*•  Comp".  Army  x\ccounts.** 

With    respect  to   appointments  of  him  into  this  course  of  examinatioa, 

this  nature,  none  are  made  without  as   preliminary  to   granting  him  such 

referring  to  the  Comptrollers  of  Army  an   appointment.     In  consequence  of 

accounts,  to  examine  into  the  fitness  this  reference   to  the  Comptrollers,  a 

of  the  person  ;    it  therefore  becomes  report  was  received  from  them,  v/hick 

necessary,  in   ease   my  colleague  or  it  may  be  also  necessary  to  read ;  thi« 

-myself  were   directed    to    prepare  a  report  was  on  the  5d  of  July, 
commission  for  such  a  person,  to  put 

**  (No  175)" 

"  Comptroller's  Office, 

««   Mv  Lords,  3d  July  1805. 

**  Mr.  Huskisson  having  by  his  letter  of  the  15th  ultimo,  signified 
to  us  your  Lordships'  conjmands,  that  we  should  examine  into  the  fit- 
ness and  sufficiency  of  Mr.  William   Dowler  for  the  situation  of  As- 
sistant Commissary  on   the   Home  Establishment,  and  report  to   vour 
Lordships  the  result  of  such  inquiry  ; — We  have  been  attended  by  Mr. 
Dowler;  and  having  proposed  such  questions  as  we  conceived  neces- 
sary for  him   to  answer  in  writing,   we  report  to  your  Lordships  that, 
in  answer   to  our  questions,   Mr.  Dowder  states  himself  to  be  thirty- 
two  years  of  age,  born  in  the  parish  of  St.  Clement  Danes,   London. 
**That  he  has  not  liithcrto  served  in  any  Commissariat,  but  that  he 
received  a  commercial  education  at  Mr.  Eaton's  in  Tower-street,  and 
for  sixteen  years  had  the  management  of  his  father's  cnmpting-house, 
till  he  retired   from  business ;   that  he  understands  French  and  Latin  ; 
That  he  ir.  conversanr  in  arithmetic  in  general,  including  fractions;  that 
not  having   served   in  the  Commis'^ariat,  he  cannot  say  that  he  is  ac- 
quainted with  the  formiS  of  Returns  auvl  Voucliets,  or  the  method  of 
'■'eepjng  and  miikJng  up  Commissariat  accounts  for  cash  and  stores: 

Sue 
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But  as  he  has  received  a  commercial  education,  and  perfectly  conver- 
sant in  meicanti^e  accounts,  we  are  of  opinion,   that   your  Lord&Iiips 
may  with  propriety  recommend  Mr.  William  Dowler  to  His  Majesty, 
for  the  situation  of  Assistant  Commissary. 
We  have  the  honour  to  be, 
My  Lords, 

Your  Lordsliips 

most  obedient 

humble  servants, 

John  Mar  I'm  Legke^ 
''-  R'  Hon"^^'  Lords  Comm"  of  J.  Erskiue!* 

His  Majesty's  Treasury.' 


?> 


Indorsed: 

»*  3'  July  1805. 
^'  Comptr's  Army  Accounts, 
**  On  y*  fitness  and  sufficiency  of  Mr.  VV^ii]^'  Dowler  for  y« 
"  situation  of  an  Ass'  Comm^  on  y*  Home  Es[ablishm\" 
"   N°  3,730."' 

"  Rec>^  4^^  July   180,5." 
*'   Read  5  July  i805.'* 
«*  Give  the  necessary  directions  for  the  appointment.'* 

"   Cipriani." 

In  consequence  of  this  report  from  The  first  commission  then  issued  froGi 

the  Comptrollers,  a  letter  was  written  the  Treasury    to   Mr.    Dowler,    was 

to  the  Secretary  at  War,  desiring  the  when   he  went  on   foreign  service  to 

Secretary   at  War   to  lay  before  His  South  America,  and  is  dated  the  fir&t 

Majesty    a  commission    for    the    ap-  of  November   180(5 ;  that  commi^ision 

pointment   of  Mr.  Dowler   to  be  an  is  still  at  the  Treasury,  Mr.  Dowler 

Assistant  Connnissary  on  the  home  es-  never  having  called  for  it  nor  taken  it 

tablishment.    And  here  it  may  be  Be-  out.     On   the  27th  of  July,  I  find  a 

cessary  for  me  to  state  the  course  of  Letter*  from  my  then  colleague,  Mr. 

proceeding   in    that  respect  ;  it  is  in-  Bourne,  stating   to  the    Commissary 

deed  in  consequence  of  some  question  General  that  Mr.  Dow!-r  had   been 

I  put  to    the  witness.     If  a  person  is  appointed  an  Assistant  Commissary; 

appointed  a  Commissary  on  the  home  this  is  all  lean  trace  in  the  Treasury, 

establishment,    no  commission  issues  or  in  the  other  departments  respecting 

from  the  Treasury,  but  merely  a  let-  this  appointment.     It  may  not  be  im- 

ter  to  the  Secretary  at  War,  desiring  proper  I  should   state  to  the  commit- 

he  would  submi,^  a  commission  to  His  tee,    that    I  do  find  that,  in  Conse- 

Majesty:  if   it 'is  necessary  to  send  quence  of  the  requisition  of  the  Com>- 

him  upon  foreign  service,  then  he  gets  missary  General   for  this  addition  of 

a  Treasury  commission,  which  Trea-  tive    Commissaries,    jnade    in   June, 

sury  commission  entitles  him  (as  the  there  were  appointed  on  the  i8th  of 

witness  states  he  had  received)  to  five  June  a  Mr.  Stokes,  on  the  san-ve  day  a 

shillings    additional    nay    in    conse-  Mr.  Green,  on   the  10th  of  July  Mr. 

tjuence  of  going  on  iSreign  s&rvice.  William  Dowler,  on  the   25th  Mr, 

y  Q  I^ichard 
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Bichard   Hill,  and  on  the  26th  Mr.  such  transaction,  to  direct  the  Coinp- 
Ciiarles  Pratt.     It   is  not  witliin  my  trollers  to  whom  they  refer  the  parties 
j-ecollection    at    this   moment,    upon  (and  tiie  Comptrollers  have  a  power) 
what     recommendation    or    through  to   examine    upon  oath  as  to  such  a 
vhose  applicntion   any   one  of  ihose  fact.      I  could  produce  proof,  if  that 
persons  was  appointed;    indeed,    on  is  necessary,  of  such  an  inquiry  being 
looking  over  the  list  of  the  \yhole  of  directed  within  these  six  months  as  to 
the   Cooimis^aries  appointed    during  a  person  in  the  Commissariat.  I  mere- 
Mr.  Pitt's  last  administration,  amount-  ly  state  this,  because  not  finding  any 
iiig  to  seventeen  or  eighteen.     I  tind  reference   to   such   an  inquiry    being 
but  two    of   whom  I    have    any    re-  directed,  I  am  su/e  that  no  suspicion 
collection  ;    v.hether   I  shall  be  able  of  any  such  circumstance  was  in  the 
to   iind  by  the  recollection   of  others  mVnd  of  any   person  connected   with 
vho   recommended  them,    1    cannot  the  Treasury.    I  have  no  recollection, 
say.     I    will  only  state  further,  that  nor  do  1  know  even  now,  of   iiyown 
I  am  satisfied  the    chaniiel    through  knowledge,  through  what  quarter  Mr. 
which  he   was  recommended,    what-  Manby  was   recomniendeil.      i   have 
ever  it  may  be,  was  one  that  did  not  learned     from     a    right     honouraole 
give  rise  to  any  suspicion  in  any  body  friend    of  mine,  who  was  thea  one  of 
connected  with  the  Treasury  at  that  the  Lords  of  the  Treasury,  that    he 
time,  that  there  was  any  improper  in-     was  tJie  person  applied  to,  to  mention 
iluence  employed;    and    1.  can  state     Mr.   Manby    to   Mr.  Pitt.     If  1   had 
that  conlidenlfy  for  this  reason,  that  it     been    able  to  trace  in  the  same  man- 
is  the  rule  of  the  Treasury,   if  they     ner    respecting    this    Gentleman,     I 
have   any  reason  to  apprehend   any     would  have  informed  the  Committee. 

*  "  (Copy) 

<»  Sir,  **  Treasury  Chambers,  July  Cjth,  1805, 

•»  I  am  pominande4  l^V  the  Lords  Commissioners  of  bis  Majesiy's 
Treasury  to  acquaint  you,'  tliat  they  have  directed  the  Secretary  at  War 
to  submit  a  wariant  to  his  Majesty  for  appointing  William  Dowler, 
J^sq.  to  be  an  Assistant  Commissary  of  Stores  and  Provisions  to  the 
forces,  from  the  10th  instant,  at  the  rate  of  155.  a  day, 

I  am,  6cc. 

W.S".  Bourne." 
^*  Gomm^  Gen' Sir  Brook  Watson." 

Mr.  Wardle  then  moved,  '*  That  Mary  Ann  Clarke  be  called  in." 
Orders  were  accordingly  given  to  the  Serjeant  at  Arms  to  call  her 
in,  and  the  House  remained  in  anxious  expectation  some  time  before 
she  made  her  appearance. 

Nearly  ten  minutes  elapsed  before  she  came  to  the  Bar,  and  she  then 
appeared  very  much  affected.  Immediately  on  her  situation  being  per- 
ceived by  the  House,  a  geneial  cry  of  A  chair  !  A  chair  !  took  place, 
from  the  presumption  that  she  was  indisposed.  She  wept  bitterly,  and 
complained  that  she  liad  been  much  insulted  in  coming  to  the  House, 
and  that  she  had  to  send  for  the  Serjeant  at  Arms  to  conduct  her.  This 
she  Slated  as  the  cause  of  the  delay  in  her  attendance.  A  chair  was 
brought  and  placed  at  the  bar  for  her  accommodation,  but  she  did  not 

9  make 
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make  use  of  It.     She  was  dressed  in  a  blue  silk  pelisse,  white  bonnet 
and  mu£F,  as  formerly. 


(Mrs.  Clarke  examined  by  Mr. 

VfARDLE.) 

Q.   Did  you  know  Colonel  Frencli : 

AJrs.  Clarke.  —  1  have  been  very 
much  insulted.  1  knew  I  should  be 
protected  when  I  sent  for  the  proper 
gentleman.  1  sent  for  the  Serjeant  at 
Arms  to  conduct  me  in  :  it  was  before 
I  got  into  the  lobby. 

Q.  Did  you  know  Colonel  French  ? 

A.  Yes,  I  did. 

Q.  Do  you  recollect  whether  he 
applied  to  you  in  the  year  1804,  to  use 
your  influence  with  the  Commander 
in  Chief,  to  have  a  lew  of  men  for  the 
army  ? 

A.  He  applied  to  me,  but  I  cannot 
recollect  the  vear. 

Q.  Do  you  recollect  that  he  ap- 
plied to  you  to  use  your  influence  with 
the  Commander  in  Chief,  to  have  a 
levy  of  men  for  the  army  ? 

A.  Yes,  1  do. 

Q.  Do  you  recollect  if  Colonel 
Frf'nch  offered  you  any  pecuniary 
advantages  for  using  your  influence? 

A.  Ye?;  I  do  ;  or  J  should  not  have 
mentioned  his  name. 

Q.  Do  you  recollect  what  those 
offers  were?     A.   No,  I  do  not. 

Q.  Do  you  recollect  any  part  of 
the  offer  that  Colonel  French  made? 

A.  1  have  seen  all  the  papers  ;  but 
if  I  was  to  be  guided  by  them,  1  should 
not  guess  nearer  the  thing  itself  than 
from  my  owji  memory  ;  I  cannot  re- 
collect the  time  nor  the  conditions. 

Q.  Do  you  recollect  that  Colonel 
French  entered  into  any  conditions 
with  you?     A.  Yes,  I  do. 

Q.  Did  those  conditions  imply, 
that  you  were  to  receive  a  pecuniary 
reward  for  your  influence  with  the 
Commander  in  Chief?    A.  Certainly. 

Q.  Did  you,  in  consequence  of  this, 
apply  to  the  Commander  in  Chief, 
and  re4uest  ti^at  Colonel  French 
isight  be  allowed  to  hare  a  levy  ? 


A.  Certainly. 

Q  Did  you  state  to  the  Comman- 
der  in  Chief,  that  you  were  to  ♦•.ave 
any  pecuniary  advantages  if  Colonel 
French  was  allowed  to  have  a  levy? 

A.  Yes,  certainly. 

Q.  Did  the  Commander  in  Chief 
proniise  you,  aft-vT  sucli  application, 
that  Cojunel  French  should  have  a 
levy?     A,  Yes,  he  did. 

Q.  Did  you,  in  consequence  of  Co- 
lonel French  having  such  levy,  receive 
any  sums  of  money  from  him  or  any 
other  person  on  that  account?  A.  Yes. 

Q.  Can  you  state  any  particular 
sums  that  were  paid  to  you  on  that 
account,  and  by  whom  ? 

A.  I  recollect  having  one  sum,  but  I 
cannot  tell  whether  it  was  from  Colonel 
French  or  Captain  Sandon,  of  five 
hundred  guineas,  bank  notes,  making 
up  the  sum  of  guineas;  and  1  paid 
five  i)undred  pounds  of  it  on  account 
to  Birkett,  for  a  service  of  plate,  and 
his  Kojal  Highness  paid  the  re- 
mainder bv  his  own  bills  ;  I  fancv  his 
Royal  Highness  told  me  so. 

Q.  Do  you  recollect  any  other  sum 
or  sums  that  vou  received  ? 

A.  Yes,  but  I  cannot  speak  to  the 
amount  of  them.  1  fancy  that  Mr. 
Dowler  was  by,  when  I  received  the 
money  1  paid  for  the  plate. 

Q.  Do  you  recollect  that  either  Co- 
lonel French  or  Captain  Sandon  ap- 
plied to  you  to  prevail  upon  the  Com- 
mander in  Chief,  to  make  any  altera- 
tions from  the  original  terms  of  the 
levy  ? 

A.  They  teased  me  every  day, 
and  I  always  told  his  Royal  Highness, 
or  gave  him  Colonel  French's  notes; 
but  I  cannot  tell  what  it  was  about,  for 
I  never  gave  myself  the  trouble  to 
read  them.  I  was  not  aware  of  what 
they  always  a>ked  me  or  wanted,  but 
his  Royal  Highness  always  understood 
it,  I  believe. 

Q.  Da 
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Q,  Do  TOii  recollect,  that  during 
the  progress  of  the  levy,  any  loan 
was  to  liave  been  marie  to  the  Com- 
iDauder  in  Chit-f,  by  Colonel  French  ? 

A.   iSo,  no  lojn  bv  Colonel  French. 

Q.  Do  you  recollect  that  any  loan 
"Was  to  have  been  made  to  (he  Coni- 
mander  in  Chief,  aris'ing  out  of  the 
Jevy,  or  cornocted  with  the  levy  ? 

A.  Colonel  French  told  ma^,  that  if 
hrs  Eoyal  Highncs  would  pass  the 
accounts  wliich  had  been  some  time 
Jtwiidinff,  and  which  Colonel  French 
and  his  agent  had  every  reason  to  ex- 
pert to  have  been  passed  before,  and 
Vtuich  were  all  very  correct,  he  would 
accommodate  hi(n  with  5,000'.  upon 
proper  security  being  given,  at  tiie 
regular  inler<^st. 

O.  Did  yen  speak  to  the  Com- 
jsiander  in  Chic*"  upon  this  subject  ? 

A.  Yes,  I  did. 

Q.  Slate  what  further  you  knovr 
npon  that  point. 

A.  I  believe  that  his  Koval  Ilifh- 
negs  applied  as  far  a^  was  proper  in 
hiim,  and  he  could  not  command  the 
money  fiom  the  diilerent  oHiccs,  or 
the  office  where  it  was  to  be  paitl,  and 
the  thing  dropped  :  he  has  no  business 
whatever  with  money,  and  perhaps 
he  was  rather  delicate  on  that  subject 
of  pressing,  when  he  exj)ected  to  re- 
ceive the  5,000/.  on  loan,  and  where 
it  might  be  publicly  known  aiter- 
wards. 

(]]'</  Mr.  Cf-Oxer.) 

Q.  IJow  often  liave  you  seen  Mr. 
Powlersif)ce  he  arrived  in  England? 

A.  Once,  and  the  other  night,  till 
ho  was  called  in  here  ;  I  have  not  seen 
Jiim  since. 

Q.  Then  you  h^ve  seen  Mr.  Dow- 
lor  but  twice  since  his  arrival  in  Eng- 
land ?     A.  Certainly  not. 

Q.  Did  you  inform  Colonel  Wardle 
of  the  details  of  the  transaction  rela- 
ling  to  Colonel  French's  luvy  ? 

A.  Yes,  I  did  of  some  part ;  of  the 
I'est  part,  but  not  of  all  that  Mr. 
Dowkr  has  mentioned,  bv  wliat  I  saw 


by  tiie  papers  ;  t  hare  had  no  commu- 
nication by  note  or  otherwise  with 
him,  or  any  one  connected  ^ith  this 
business,  since  I  left  the  House  the 
other  night;  I  have  only  seen  two 
men  since;  General  Clavering  has 
cnlled  twice  to-day,  begging  Ihct  he 
might  not  be  brought  forward,  but  I 
would  not  see  him  ;  and  another  gen- 
tleman, whose  name  I  will  mention 
hereafter,  and  what  he  came  upon. 

Q.  How  long  have  you  been  ac- 
quainted with  Mr.  Dowler? 

A.  As  I  have  seen  the  pspers,  it  is 
almost  useless  to  ask  me  that,  because ' 
I  might  agree  with  him. 

Q.  How  long  have  you  been  ac- 
quainted with  Mr.  Dowler? 

A.  Eight,  nine,  or  ten  years;  I 
cannot  say  which. 

Q.  Have  you  not  at  various  times 
received  sums  of  monev  frojn  Mr. 
Dowler  ?     A.  Some  few  sunis. 

Q.  Can  yon  recollect  the  particu- 
lars of  any  of  the  sums,  or  the  amount 
of  the  whole,  which  you  may  have 
received  from  Mr.  Dowler? 

A.  I  can  speak  particularly  as  to 
receiving  1000/.  for  his  situation. 

Q.  \Vas  that  1000/.  which  you  re- 
ceived for  his  situation,  the  last  sum 
of  money  you  received  from  Mr. 
Dowler?     A.  No. 

Q.  Was  it  the  first  you  had  ever  re» 
ceived  from  Mr.  Dowler? 

A-  1  cannot  speak  particularly  at 
to  that. 

Q.  Do  you  owe  Mr.  Dowler  any 
money  ? 

A.  I  never  recollect  my  debts  to 
gentlemen. 

Q.  Do  you  ©we  Mr.  Dowler  any 
money  ? 

A.  1  do  not  recollect,  nor  can  re- 
cognize any  debt  to  him. 

Q.  Have  you  not  frequently  recog- 
nized debts  to  Mr.  Dowler,  and  pro- 
mised to  have  them  paid  ? 

A.  1  only  recollect  one,  where  I 
had  two  or  three  carriages  seized  ia 
execution,  or  something;  I  had  no- 
thiwg  to  go  out  yf  town  in  to  Wey- 
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bridge  ;  t  sent  a  note  to  Mr.  Dov.ler's 
lodgings,  and  begged  he  vrould  buy- 
er procure  me  a  carriage  iinilicdiute- 
ly ;  he  did  so  in  a  few  hours,  and  I 
told  iiim  his  Royal  Hi-^iiness  would 
pay  hir.i  hereafter  for  it ;  liis  Royal 
llighness  told  me  that  he  would  do  so 
for  it,  or  he  would  recollect  him  in 
some  way. 

Q.  Did  yon  inform  Mr.  Dowler  of 
that  answer  of  his  Royal  Highness  ? 

A.  Yes,  I  did. 

Q.  Are  you  positive  of  that  ? 

A.  O,  quite  so. 

Q.  Try  to  recollect  yourself,  and 
answer  positively,  whether  you  were 
iiot  in  the  habit  of  receiving  money 
/rom  ?vlr.  Dowler  prior  to  the  money 
given  for  his  appointment? 

A.  I  am  perfectly  collected  at  pre- 
sent, and  I  cannot  recollect  any  thing 
of  that  sort  ever  happening.  I  am 
very  equal  to  answer  any  thing  now 
which  is  asked  me  by  this  honourable 
ilouse. 

Q.  Do  you  .  recollect  seeing  Mr. 
Corri  at  your  house  on  the  6th  of  Ja- 
nuary last  ? 

A.  {  have  seen  him  twice  at  my 
house. 

Q.   In  the  month  of  January  ? 

A.  I  cannot  recollect  the  month  ;  it 
is  not  long  since. 

Q.  What  ctlier  persons  vrere  at  your 
house  on  the  liist  occasion  that  you 
saw  Mr.  Corri  ? 

A,  I  found  Mr.  Corri  at  my  hoiise 
one  day,  in  consequence  of  a  note  i 
had  sent  to  him  to  procure  me  a  box 
at  the  Opera,  to  treat  with  my  lawyer, 
Mr.  Coinrie,  about  one  ;  it  was  very 
near  dinner  time  when  I  found  him 
there  ;  1  could  not  do  less  than  ask  him 
to  ciine  with  me  ;  and  afterwards  he 
went  up  into  the  drawing-room  ;  there 
was  a  gentlemuji,  who  was  a  relation 
of  mine,  wlio  dined  with  us,  and  some 
young  ladies. 

j-Q.    Were  that  gentleman  and  these 
young  ladles  the  only  poisoui  with 


whom  Mr.   Corri   was  in  compaHy  at 
your  house  on  that  day  ? 

A.  I  believe  one^or  two  came  in,  la 
the,  course  of  the  evening. 

Q.  Who  were  the  one  ov  two  ? 

A.  I  do  not  at  this  moment  recol- 
lect;  if  you  will  ask  me  exactly  theic 
names,  and  maketliequestion  pointed, 
I  will  answer  it:  they  were  my  friends, 
no  doubt ;  but  1  believe  only  oae 
came  in, 

Q.  Who  was  that  one? 

A..    A  friend. 

Q.   What  was  his  name? 

A.  If  you  will  tell  me  his  name,  f 
will  tell  you  wiiether  it  was  him  or 
not. 

[The  Chairman  informed  the  wit- 
ness that  she  must  answer  the  ques- 
tion.] 

A.   It  was  Colonel  Wardle. 

Q.  Was  Colonel  Wardle  the  only 
other  person  that  came  that  evening? 

A.  And  my  relation. 

Q.  Do  you  recollect  having  receiv- 
ed a  second  visit  from  Mr.  Corri  at 
your  house  some  short  time  after  tliist 

A.  Yes ;  he  brouglit  two  boys  to 
sing  to  me. 

Q.  State  the  names  of  all  the  me* 
who  met  Mr.  Corri  at  your  house  that 
evening. 

A.  If  I  did  so,  I  should  not  have  a 
decent  man  call  on  me  diirinfir  the 
whole  of  this  time. 

[The  Chairman  informed  the  Wit^ 
ness  she  must  answer  tlie  question.] 

A.  Am  I  obliged  to  answer  this 
question  ?  if  I  am,  I  do  not  wish  to 
shelter  myself. 

[The  Chairn)an  informed  the  Wit- 
ness, that  it  was  her  duty  to  answer 
the  questions  proposed  to  her.] 

A.  Must  1,  without  appealing  to 
you  ? 

[Chatrmax. — If  any  improper 
questions  are  proposed,  tiie  Commit- 
tee will  take  notice  of  them,  and  pre-- 
vent  their  being  ntit.l 

A.  No  one  has  yet  dowe  that  to  me. 


The 
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The  Witness  was  here  ordered  to  withdraw  ;  in  her  absence  Mr. 
Whitbread  moved,  '*  That  the  Chairman  be  instructed  to  tell  Mrs. 
Clarke,  that  she  had  a  ri^ht  to  appeal  to  the  Chair  " 

Mr.  Croker. — *'  Th:s  question  has  bcf^n  put  two  or  thrtp  ti  nes  to 
the  Witness,  and  she  has  already  twice  appealed  to  the  Cliair,  and  al- 
though it  has  been  declared  proper,  she  still  persists  in  refusing  to  an- 
swer it.'* 

Mr.  Whiter ead — '*  The  recommendation  T  was  making  was  to 
establish  a  general  regulation  in  regard  to  thia  examination  ;  al- 
thouorh  we  are  aware  of  the  character  of  the  wirness,  and  who  she  is, 
yet  one  cannot  help  feeling  for  her  in  this  instance  :  be  she  wiiom  she 
irnay,  such  questions  as  those  of  the  general  sort,  put  bv  tlie  honorable 
gentleman  over  the  way,  may  create  a  doubt  and  hesitation  in  the  mind 
of  the  witness,  without  any  intention  to  conceal  what  is  proper  to  be 
divulged.'* 

Mr.  Wardle — *'  I  beg  to  say  a  few  words,  tending  to  render  this 
inatter  in  the  light  the  hon.  gentleman  seems  to  wish,  and  to  spate  the 
witness  at  the  bar  some  pain  on  this  occasion.  He  has  evidently  an 
object  in  view  which  he  has  not  stated,  but  it  is  pos*;ihlc  that  he  may 
put  the  feelings  of  an  individual  to  a  very  severe  trial,  and  eventually 
gain  no  one  point  but  that  of  hurting  those  feelings;  now,  without 
wishing  to  screen  any  one,  might  he  not  retire  with  me,  for  one  mo- 
ment, and  ascertain  whether  he  could  be  otherwise  satisfied,  without 
proceeding  in  this  general  way." 

Mr.  Croker  still  insisted  that  the  question  could  only  be  put  in  the 
general  mode  he  proposed;  more  especially  as  it  was  done  on  the  last 
occasion,  by  introducing  the  name  of  a  person  called  Finnctty,  in  'on- 
sequence  of  which  introduction  the  House  now  learned,  that  thai  per- 
son, conceiving  himself  injured,  had  complained  to  the  House. — CJRe- 
peated  cries  of  Go  on!  Go  on  I) 

Mr.  Fuller  rose,  and  observed,  *'  I'll  protect  her  under  that  cau- 
tion to  be  given  by  the  Chairman,  for  more  mischief  may  be  done  than 
we  are  aware  of.  There  mav  be  many  mure  married  person's  names 
implicated."     (Order!  ()rder!  Chair!  Chair!) 

ivlij.  Perceval — **  When  the  witness  is  called  in  she  ought  to  be 
apprised,  that  although  she  is  to  receive  the  pro[eciion  of  the  House, 
Hy  proper  appeals  to  the  Chair,  yet  she  is  not  to  construe  her  reception 
as  a  protection  against  answerir.g  tiiis  particular  question;  her  conduct 
1  cannot  characterize  in  any  other  m.anner,  than  as  extremely  indecent 
and  insulting  to  the  House." 

Mr.  Windham — **  What  the  right  hon.  gentleman  observes  would 
cerfainlv  be  most  proper^  if  the  Committee  has  finally  cietermiricd  the 
question  shall  be  put;  but  as  we  cannot  .see  any  ohjccL  in  the  hon.  gen- 
tleman putting  such  a  question,  we  are  not  able  to  say  whether  it  be 
pectssary  or  not —I  cannot  pretiume  to  give  an  opinion  on  this  subject, 
as  it  IS  perfectly  new  to  me;  but  1  think  that  what  fell  from  the  hon. 
gentkman  opposite,  (Mr.  Fuller),  who  had  not  such  a  patient  hearing 
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as  his  observations  deserved,  and  as  this  is  a  very  particular  occasion,  It 
may  be  of  importance  not  to  put  questions  of  so  general  a  nature." 

After  some  further  conversation  on  this  point,  between  Mr.  Fuller, 
the  Attorney  General,  Mr.  Whitbread,  and  Sik  Thomas  Tur- 
TON,  it  was  agreed  that  the  witness  should  be  recalled. 

{The  witness  was  again  called  in,  and  was  informed  by  the  Chair- 
man, that  if  any  question  should  be  put,  which  she  thought  impioper 
to  be  answered,  she  was  at  liberty  to  appeal  to  the  Chairman,  whether 
that  question  should  be  answered  or  not ;  and  that  with  respect  to  the 
last  question  put  to  her,  the  Committee  expected  that  she  should  answer 
that  directly  or  positively.] 


Q.  State  the  names  of  all  the  men 
who  met  Mr.  Corri  at  your  house  that 
evening. 

A.  Captain  Thompson,  Colonel 
Wardle,  and  a  newspaper  man,  whose 
name  I  really  do  not  recollect ;  I  never 
saw  him  but  twice  before ;  but  he 
answered  exactly  to  the  description  I 
read  in  the  paper,  as  given  by  Mr. 
Corri  ;  I  shall  know  it  to-morrow  ;  it 
begins  with  Mac. 

Q.   Was  the  name  Macallum  ? 

A.  Yes. 

Q.  Did  you  represent  any  of  those 
persons  to  Mr.  Corri,  under  a  false 
name  ? 

A.  No,  I  told  him  one  \vas  a  mem- 
ber, which  was  very  true. 

Q.  You  did  not  tell  him  that  it  was 
Mr.  Meflish,  a  member  ? 

A.  No,  it  was  his  own  mistake. 

Q.  Which  of  the  three  persons  was 
it,  that  you  introduced  to  Mr.  Corri, 
and  represented  as  a  member? 

A.  Mr.  Wardle. 

Q.  Do  you  recollect  in  what  sums 
you  received  the  ]  000/.  that  Mr.  Dow- 
ler  gave  you  for  his  place  ? 

A.  Perfectly  well. 

Q.  State  them. 

A.  200/.  first,  and  SOO/.  afterwards, 
in  one  sum,  which  his  father  came  up 
to  town  to  sell  out  of  the  funds. 

Q.  Was  not  that  200/.  paid  to  you 
before  the  appointment  had  been  ob- 
tained ?     A.  A  few  days. 

(Bij  Mr.  Perceval.) 

Q,  You  have  stated,  that  you  d» 
xo.  5.     '       - 


not  accurately  recollect  how  lon£y  you 
have  been  acquainted  with  Mr.  Dow- 
ler,  whether  eight,  or  nine,  or  ten 
years?     A.  Exactly  so. 

Q.  Cannot  you  recollect  v.'hether 
it  was  eight  or  ten  years  ? 
A.  No,  I  do  not  think  I  can. 
Q.   Were  you  acquainted  with  Mr. 
Dowler  before  you  lived  in  Glouces- 
ter-place ?     A.  Yes  I  was,  some  years. 
Q.  Were  you  acquainted  with  him 
before  you  lived  in  Tavistock-place  ? 
A.  Yes,  I  was. 

Q.  Did  you  never  receive  any  mo- 
ney from  Mr.  Dowler,  while  you  were 
living  in  Tavistock-place  ?     A.  No. 

Q.  Do  you  recollect  your  ever  hav- 
ing received  any  money,  before  you 
received  the  200/.  part  of  the  1000/. 
from  Mr.  Dowler? 

A.  No,  I  do  not  recollect  that  I 
had. 

Q.  Do  you  recollect  having  receiv- 
ed any  money  since  the  lOOC/.  except 
the  money  for  the  carriage  ? 

A.  I  think  once  or  twice  I  have, 
speaking  from  my  recollection. 

Q,  Did  you  receive  the  money  for 
the  carriage,  or  did  he  pay  for  the 
carriage? 

A.  He  paid  for  it,  and  he  sent  the 
carriage'in  within  the  space  of  two 
hours.  He  bought  it  of  a  Colonel 
Shipley. 

Q.  Did  he  pay  for  it? 
A.  Yes,  certainly. 
Q.  He  did  not  give  you  the  moner 
to  pay  for  it,  but  paid  for  it  himself? 
A.  Yes. 

Q  Q.  D» 
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Q.  Do  you  recollect  any  other  sums 
of  money  you  received  from  him  sub- 
sequent to  that  respecting  the  car- 
riage? 

A.  Only  the  other  two  sums  of 
800/.  and  200/. 

Q.  Were  they  before  the  carriage 
or  afterwards  ?     A.  Before. 

Q.  Then  are  those  the  only  three 
instances  of  your  receiving  money 
from  Mr.  Dowler,  the  200/.  and  SOO/. 
and  the  money  for  the  carriage  ? 

A.  I  cannot  speak  to  any  exact 
sum,  but  I  th^nk  he  has  once  or  twice 
paid  something  for  me  to  my  house- 
keeper ;  when  she  has  told  him  some- 
thing that  was  distressing,  he  has  gi- 
ven her  money  to  pay  for  things, 
when  his  Royal  Highness  was  not  in 
the  way  ;  it  has  not  come  to  my  know- 
ledge sometimes  for  a  week  after- 
wards ;  but  those  were  marked  things, 
the  other  tilings  of  course. 

Q.  Was  Mr.  Dawler  in  the  habit 
of  seeing  you  very  frequently  ? 

A.  Not  very  frequently,  but  when 
he  had  lodgings  in  London  ;  about  the 
tin:.e  of  Colonel  French's  levy  he  was. 
Q.  Did  you  see  Mr.  Dowler  after 
he  came  from  examination  at'thisbar, 
the  last  night  of  examination  ? 

A.  Not  the  last  time  he  was  exa- 
mined, but  before. 

Q.  Upon  his  retiring  from  the  bar  ? 
A.  Never  since. 

Q.  After  his  first  examination  here  ? 
A.  Yes,  I  did. 

Q.  Did  any  thing  pass  between 
you  and  Mr,  Dowler  respecting  his 
examination,  when  he  returned  ? 

A.  Certainly  not  about  inoney  con- 
cerns; he  only  mentioned  to  some 
gentlemen  who  were  present  the  con- 
duct of  one  or  two  of  the  members, 
who  he  thought  harrassed  him  very 
much,  and  put  questions  very  distress- 
ing to  his  feelings  on  private  occur- 
rences, ^h>t  had  nothing  to  do  with 
the  question  pending;  it  was  a  Mr. 
Bootle  he  was  speaking  of;  that  he 
would  rather  give  (I  think  his  expres- 
sion-was) every  guinea  he  was  worth. 


than  be  brought  before  such  a  place 


again. 


Q.   Did  he  state  what  he  had  been 
examined  to  ? 

A.  He  said  he  had  been  examined 
closely  to  his  private  concerns,  he  did 
not  speak  of  any  t>ing  else  ;  it  was  not 
to  me,  it  was  to  this  gentleman,  a 
stranger,  one  of  the  members. 

Q.  Did  you  ask  him  what  he  had 
been  examined  to,  or  make  any  obr 
servations  as  to  what  had  passed  ? 

A.  I  asked  him  who  had  examined 
him. 

Q.  But  not  what  he  had  been  exa- 
mined to  ?     A.  No. 

{By  Lord  Folkstone.) 

Q.  How  long  have  you  been  ac- 
quainted with  the  Duke  of  York? 

A.  I  believe  it  was  1803  when  he 
first  took  me  under  his  protection. 

Q.  Were  you  acquainted  with  the 
Duke  of  York  before  that  period  ? 
A.  Yes,  I  was. 

Q,  At  that  period  he  took  you  more 
immediately  under  his  protection  ; 
had  you  an  establishment  from  that 
time  ? 

A.  No,  I  think.it  was  from  1804  to 
1806,  that  the  establish nient  com- 
menced only  in  Gloucester-place  ;  we 
were  in  Park-lane  before,  in  a  furnish- 
ed house. 

Q.  Had  you  any  establishment  of 
horses  and  carriages  in  Park-lane? 

A.  Only  what  belonged  to  myself. 

Q.  What  number  of  carriages  had 
you  when  you  lived  in  Gloucester- 
place  ? 

A.  I  always  had  two. 

Q.  What  number  of  horses? 

A.  About  six  ;  sometimes  eight. 

Q.  -What  number  of  men-servants 

A.  I  do  not  know,  without  I  went 
over  it. 

Q.  State  the  servants  you  had. 

A.  There  was  butler,  coachman, 
postillion,  groom,  mostly  a  man  cook, 
a"  gardener,  and  two  footmen  ;  from 
seven  to  nine,  I  do  not  know  ex- 
actly. 

Q.  Tc| 
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Q.    To  %vhom   did  the  house   in  from  his  Royal  Highness,  during  (he 

which  you  hved  belong?  time  you  lived  in  Gloucester-place? 

A.  To  the  Duke.  A.  Certainly  not. 

Q..  Who  paid  the  expencesof  the  Q.   Were  the  sums   you  received 

establishment?     A.   I  did.  from  his  Royal  Highnessadequate  to 

Q.  What   allowance   did  you  re-  the  payment  of  the  expences  of  the 

ceive  from  the  Duke  of  York  for  that  establishment  you  kept  up  > 

P"?°'^t"     o       ,  rT-  l                 .     ,  ,  A.  i  convinced  his  Royal  Highness 

A.   His  Koyal   Highness  promised  that  it  did  not  more  than  pay  the  ser- 

me  1000/.  to   be  paid    monthly,  but  vants' wages  and  their  liveries, 

sometimes  he  could    not    make    the  Q.  Did  you  state  that  to  his  Royal 

payments   good,  which    was  the  oc-  Higlmess  ?     A.  Many  times, 

easion    of  many    distressing  circum-  Q.  WHiat  observation  did  he  make 

stances  happening.  in  consequence  ? 

Q.  Was  it  on  the  bare  promise  of  A.  I  do   not  know  that  he   made 

1000/.  a  year,  that  you  mounted  such  any  observation    on   that;  but   after 

an  establishment  as  you  have   men-  we  had  been  intimate  for  some  time, 

tioned,  and    with  the  expectation  of  he  told  me,  that   if  ]  wa^   clever,  I 

RO  other  means  of  defraying  il  ?  should  never  ask  him  for  money. 

A.   His  Royal   Highness  did   not  Q.   Do  you  remember  at  what  pe- 

tell  me  what  he   would  give  me  till  I  riod  it  was  that  his  Royal  Highness 

w^^ '"  '-•  made  that  observation  ? 

Q.  W^hen  was   it  that  his  Royal  A.    No,   1  do   not;    but   It    was 

Highnesspromisedyou  1000/.  a  year?  when  he  had  great  confidence  in  me. 

A.  He  began  it  by  paying  it  to  me.  Q.  Was  il  before  you  removed  to 

Q    How  long  did   he  continue  to  Gloucester-place? 

pay  it  regularly  ?  A.  Not  till  some  time  after. 

A.  Till  almost  the  whole  time  that  Q.  Can  you  at  all  state  what  was 

we    were  together   in  it;  for   three  the  amount  of  the  annual  expence  of 

months  before  his   Royal    Highness  your  establishment  ?     A.  No. 

left  me,  he  never  gave  me  a  guinea,  Q.  Pretty  nearly  ? 

though  he  was  wqth  me  every  day.  A.  Not  the  least;  I  cannot  give  a 

Q.  How    were   the    monthly  pay-  guess, 

roenlsmade  ;  by  his  Royal  Highnesses  Q.  You  stated  in  a  former  part  of 

own  hand,  or  by  what  other  means?  your    examination,    that    you    were 

A.    His    Royal    Highness   wished  going   to    Weybridge;    had    you   a 

me  to   receive   it  from   Greenwood  ;  house  at  Weybridge  ?     A.  Yes. 

but    I  would   not   subject    myself  to  Q.  Was  that  your   house   or  the 

that,  although  it   would    have    been  Duke  of  York's  ? 

more  punctually  paid.  A.*  It  was  the  Duke's. 

Q.  How  did  you  receive  it?  Q.  Had  you  a  separate  establish- 

A.  From  his  Royal  Highness.  ment  there,  or  did  the  establishment 

Q.   Did  your  ever   receive   more  move  from  Gloucester  place  to  Wey- 

than  at  the  rate  of  a  thousand  a-year  bridge,  and  from  Weybridge  to  Glou- 

from  his  Royal  Highness  ?  cesler-place  ? 

A.  His  Royal  Highness,  if  any  A,  There  was  a  groom  there  and 
thing  unpleasant  had  happened,  v^hich  a  gardener,  and  two  maids  ;  the  re- 
was  always  happening,  would  some-  mainder  of  the  servants  waited  on 
limes  contrive  to  get  a  little  more,  me  when  I  went;  I  was  never  there 
and  bring  me.  but  from  Saturdays  till  Mondays,  and 
Q.  Do  you  know  what  is  the  total  I  always  took  f(:)ur  more  servants  with 
■amount  of   the   sums   you   received  me,  sometimes  five. 

Q  ^  O.  Did 
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^.  Did  the  sums  of   money  you  that  I  had  mentioned  the  matter  t« 

.  received   in  the  monthly  payments,  him. 

and  by  occasional  payments  from  the  Q.  Did  you  uniformly  inform  the 

Duke  of  York,  nearly  cover  the  ex-  Duke  of  York  of  every  application 

pence  of  your  establishment ?  you  had  received  ? 

A.  If  it  had,  I  should  never  have  A.  Yes,  and   hundreds   had  been 

been  harrassed  for  money  as  I  was  rejected  but  through  his  means,    fori 

during  the  whole  time  1  was  under  did  not  know  who   were  proper,  or 

his  Royal  Highness's  protection.  who  were  not.                         ^ 

Q.  Do  you  know  a  person  of  the  Q.  When  you  have  received  ap' 

name  of  William  Withers?  plications,   did  you  entirely  trust  to 

A.  Yes,  1  do.  your  memory,  or  did  you  record  them 

Q.  What  is  he  ?  on  paper  ? 

A.  He  is  a  sheriff's  officer.  A.  If  it  was  a  single  application,  ^ 

Q.     How    came  you    acquainted  I  trusted  to  my  memory  and  that  of  his 

with  him  ?                            ,  Royal  Highness,  who  has  a  very  good 

A.  He  had  some  business  with  me  one  ;  but  if  there  were  many,  1  gave 

in  his  own  way.  him  a  paper,   not  in  my  own  writing. 

Q.    Was    it    in    consequence    of  Q.  Gave  him  what  paper, 

your  pecuniary   distresses,  that   you  A.    Any  paper  that    might  have 

becanie     acquainted    with    William  been  handed  to  me. 

Withers  ?  Q.  Do  you  mean  a  list  of  the  ap- 

A.  No  one  would  ever  know  a  plications? 

man  of  that  description,  but  through  A.  I    recollect  once  a  list,  a  very 

that  very  thing.  long  one,  but  only  once. 

Q.   Did   you  ever   enter  into   an  Q.  Do  you  recollect   how   many 

agreement  with  William  Withers,  for  names  were  upon  that  list? 

participation  in   any  sums  qf  money  A.  No,  1  do  not. 

which  you  might  receive  ?  Q.  Do  you  recollect  when  that  list 

A.    Never,    nor    ever   hinted   at  vvas  existing? 

such  a  thing.  A.  No,  1  do  not ;  but  I  know  that 

Q.  Do  you  recollect  the  first  time  tlmt  must  have  been  a  little  time  be- 

you  ever  made   application    to   the  fore  Colonel  Tucker,    who  is  lately 

Duke   of  York,  for   any   thing   con-  dead,  was  made  MajorTucker ;  there 

nected  with  army  promotions?  were  two  brothers  of  them. 

A.  No,  I  do   not ;  it    was  after  I  Q.  For   what  reason  do  you  know 

was  in  Gloucester-place.  that  it   must  have  been  before  Colo- 

Q.  W^ere  the  applications  you  had  nel  Tucker  was  created  a  Major? 
to  exert  your    influence    with    the  A.  His  Royal  Highness   had   pro- 
Duke  of  York,   numerous.  A.  Very,  mised  that  he    should   be  in  the  Sa- 

Q.  Were  those  applications  uni-  (urday's     Gazette,     and    one    day, 

versally  attended  to  by  you  ?  coming  to  dinner,  a  few  days  before, 

A.  Not  always  by  me;  if  I  thought  he  told  me  Tucker  had  behaved  very 

they  were  not  correct,  nor  proper  to  ill,  for  that  Greenwood  had  him,  and 

recommend,    I  mentioned   it   to  his  to  inquire    into  it,  for  that   he  had 

Royal  Highness,  and  he  told  me  who  come  to  play  with   me,  and  perhaps 

were  proper  and  who  were  not,  and  to  make  a  talk;  that  he  was  not  se- 

ihen  I  couid  give  my  answer  the  next  rious   in  the    business.     I    enquired 

day,  as  from  myself,  whether  I  could  into  it,  and    found   it   was   so;  and 

listen   to  any   thing   or  not;  if  they  his   Royal    Highness   said,    that   Sir 

were  improper,   he  told  me  to  say  I  David  Baird  had  recommended  him. 

sould  not  interfere,  without  saying  That  was  the  answer  that  Green- 
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wood  gave  to  it.  But  when  I  gave 
his  Royal  Highness  that  list,  that  is, 
when  he  took  it,  with  the  number 
of  names  upon  it,  he  asked  me  what 
I  meant  by  it ;  if  I  wanted  those  men 
promoted  ;  and  if  I  knew  any  of 
them  or  not,  and  who  recommended 
them?  I  told  him,  I  did  not  know 
any  one,  an«l  that  what  I  meant  by 
it,  being  in  his  way,  was  for  him  to 
notice  them.  He  said  that  he  would 
do  it ;  and  that  there  were  a  great 
number  of  names,  and  that  if  I 
knew  any  thing  at  all  of  military  bu- 
siness, I  must  know  it  was  totally 
impossible  for  him  to  do  it  all  at 
once,  but  that  he  would  do  it  by  de- 
grees; that  everyone  should  be  no- 
ticed by  degrees :  and  among  those 
was  Captain  Tucker. 

Q.  Is  that  list  in  existence  now  ? 
A.  No,  his  Royal  Highness  took  it 
^'Way  with  him  that  morning:  and, 
from  that  moment,  I  knew  in  what 
way  I  might  have  his  sanction  to  go 
on.  I  saw  it  some  time  after  in  his 
private  pocket-book. 

Q.  Is  that  the  only  list  that  was 
ever  made  out  by  you  ? 

A.  I  did  not  make  it  out,  some  one 
gave  it  me  ;  that  was  the  longest  list, 
and  the  only  list  that  1  recollect ;  I 
never  gave  him  any  other  list,  I  am 
sure.  There  might  have  been  two 
names  down. 

Q.  Were  you  in  the  habit  of  mak- 
ing out  a  list  to  refresh  your  own  me- 
mory ? 

A.  No  ;  their  friends  always  took 
care  of  that. 

Q.  Do  you  mean,  that  you  used  to 
receive  the  names  of  the  applicants  in 
writing  ? 

A.  1  have  had  letters,  hundreds 
upon  hundreds. 

Q.  What  do  you  mean  by  stating, 
that  their  friends  took  care  of  that,  in 
your  last  answer  but  one  ? 

A.  They  expected  the  thing  should 
be  clone  immediately,  and  used  to 
tease  me  with  letters. 

Q.  Do  you  recollect  any  other 
names,  except  that  of  Captain  Tuck- 
er, in  the  list  you  have  refeired  to? 


A.  I  believe  so,  but  I  would  not 
mention  the  name  of  any  man  who 
had  behaved  well  to  me,  on  any  ac- 
count. His  Royal  Highness  did  not 
promote  the  whole  of  that  list. 

Q^Your  acquaintance  with  Wil- 
liam Withers,  you  have  stated,  was 
owing  to  some  pecuniary  embarrass- 
ments of  yours  ;  in  what  way  were 
those  embarrassments  satisfied  ? 

A.  I  gave  him  two  bills  on  my  mo- 
ther for  300/.  each,  and  that  satisfied 
those  things  ;  1  never  gave  him  any 
thing,  nor  spoke  to  him  on  any  thin» 
relating  to  military  business. 

{By  Mr.  Yorke.) 

Q.  Do  you  recollect  from  whom 
you  received  the  list  you  have  spoken 
of? 

A.  I  think,  from  Captain  Sandon 
or  Mr.  Donovan;  but  Mr.  Donovan 
is  quite  prepared  to  deny  it. 

Q.  Can  you  state  positively  whe- 
ther you  received  it  from  Captaira 
Sandon  or  Mr.  Donovan  ? 

A.  No,  I  cannot,  they  were  con- 
nected in  some  way  or  other  toge- 
ther ? 

(By  Mr.  Fuller.) 

Q.  Have  any  questions  been  read 
to  you  by  any  individual  vrhatever, 
as  such  questions  as  would  be  asked 
you  in  this  house  ?     A.  No,  never. 

(Bij  Sir  George  Warrender.) 

Q.  You  have  mentioned  having 
received  various  sums  of  money  from 
Mr.  Dowler,  and  in  particular  two 
sums  of  200/.  and  800/.  state  upon 
what  consideration  those  sums  were 
received? 

A.  It  was  for  Mr.  Dowler's  ap- 
pointment, but  previous  to  that  he 
was  not  to  have  paid  me  money. 

Q.  To  what  appointment  do  you 
allude  ? 

A.  In  the  Commissariat ;  Assistant 
Commissary. 

Q.  Whom  did  you  apply  to  for 
that  appointment  for  Mr.  Dowler? 

A.  His  Royal  Highness. 

Q.  From  whom  was  it  notified  to 
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you,  that  that  appointment  had  been 
piade  ? 

A.  His  Royal  Highness;  he  told 
me  that  he  had  spoken  to  Mr.  Charles 
Long  upon  it,  and  it  was  settled  at 
last ;  that  there  had  been  some  little 
difference  in  the  Prince's  regiment, 
that  Mr.  Manby  was  obliged  to  leave 
it,  and  his  Royal  Highness  promised 
to  the  Prince  of  Wales  to  give  some- 
thing to  Manby,  and  to  seem  very  ci- 
vil to  him,  he  must  gazette  him  be- 
fore Mr.  Dowler;  but  before  Mr. 
Dowler  proposed  to  give  him  tipie  mo- 
ney for  the  situation,  1  fancy  He  was 
to  have  procured  some  votes  for  the 
Defence  Bill  ;  I  think  it  was  some- 
thing like  that  name  ;  Mr.  Pitt  was 
very  ill  at  the  time,  and  I  think  it  was 
soniething  of  that  sort  mentioned  ; 
however,  Mr.  Dowler  could  not  bring 
forward  the  number  of  voters  that  1 
bad  given  the  list  of  to  the  Duke,  se- 
venteen 1  think,  and  there  were  very 
few  of  them  came  ;  but  I  recollect 
one  gentleman.  General  Clavc'ring, 
got  up,  from  Scotland,  Lord  Jolin 
Campbell  ;  and  although  Lord  Lorn 
would  havB  voted  with  Mr.  Pitt,  and 
of  course  his  brother  would  have 
gone  the  same  way^  (but  he  was  not 
in  London)  still  it  was  considered 
that  it  was  a  great  favour  bringing  up 
Lord  John  from  Scotland  ;  he  was 
the  only  man  that  I  recollect,  and 
that  was  through  my  means.  {A 
loud  laugh.)  I  had  a  few  more 
friends  besides,  but  it  dropped.  Mr. 
Dowler  could  not  bring  the  men  for- 
wards, some  of  them  were  in  the  Op- 
position. His  Royal  Hi.fhness  told 
ine  he  gave  the  list  to  Mr.  Charles 
Long,  and  he  was  delighted  with  it. 

Q.  You  have  used  an  expression 
relative  to  Captain  Tucker,  that 
Greenwood  liad  him  ;  explain  what 
you  meant  by  that  expression? 

A.  1  do  not  know,  I  never  in'quired 
further  into  it;  I  was  very  angry  that 
the  man  should  be  only  laughing 
■with  me  ;  it  was  his  Royal  Highnesses 
expression,  not  mine;  but  I  am  al- 
most certain  that  Captain  Sandon 
knows  him,  and  about  it,  though  per- 
haps he  will  not  own  to  it. 


Q.  Were  you  in  the  habit  of  shew- 
in  sr  to  the  Duke  of  York  the  letters 
which  contained  the  applications  to 
you  for  influence  ? 

A.  Yes,  I  was  ;  but  I  did  not  trou- 
ble him  with  all,  not  many,  upon  the 
same  subject ;  if  a  man  wrote  one 
letter  first,  I  might  shew  him  that, 
but  if  he  wrote  me  ten  more,  I  might 
not  trouble  his  Royal  Highness  with 
those  :  they  frequently  used  to  call, 
and  wait  for  answ^ers  while  his  Royal 
Highness  was  there,  though  they  did 
not  pretend  to  know  he  was  there. 

Q.  Then  if  those  letters  contained 
an  otfer  of  money  to  you  for  the  exer- 
tion of  your  influence,  his  Royal 
Highness  must  have  been  aware  of  it  ? 

A.  He  was  aware  of  every  thing 
that  I  did,  but  I  never  was  very  inde- 
licate with  him  upon  those  points. 

Q.  Did  you  shew  to  his  Royal 
Highness  letters  containing  such  of- 
fers, as  well  as  letters  that  did  not 
contain  them  ?     A.  Yes,  1  did. 

(By  Sir  John  Hall.) 

Q.  On  the  first  day  of  your  exa- 
mination, you  stated,  that  a  bill  of 
200/.  which  you  received  from  Mr. 
Knight,  was  sent  from  your  house  to 
be  changed  by  a  servant  of  his  Royal 
Highness  ;  how  do  you  know  it  was 
taken  by  a  servant  of  his  Royal  High- 
ness, and  not  one  of  vour  own  ser- 
vants  r 

A.  I  believe  that  I  did  not  state 
that  it  was  his  Royal  Highness's  ser- 
vant who  took  it,  but  that  his  Royal 
Highness  had  something  to  do  with 
the  changing  that  note ;  and  on  Sa- 
turday or  Monday  morning,  I  do  not 
recollect  which  it  was,  when  il  was 
raining  very  hard,  I  believe  it  was 
Monday,  I  heard  where  my  butler 
lived,  and  I  went  into  York  Place, 
and  sent  my  footman  to  fetch  him 
out ;  he  came  out,  without  previous 
knowledge  of  who  called  upon  him, 
and  I  asked  whether  he  recollected 
any  thing  particular  the  evening  that 
his  Royal  Highness  was  going  to 
Weymouth,  and  myself  in  the  morn- 
ing to  Worthing;  he  asked  me  to 
what ,  point,  I  said  i^bout  a  bank- 
note ; 
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note;  he  said,  Perfectly  well  ;  he  But  I  told  him  he  must  come  and 
had  been  trying  all  over  the  neigh-  speak  about  it,  that  a  summons  would 
bourhood  to  get  change  for  a  note,  be  sent  to  him,  and  would  it  hurt  him 
that  it  was  a  very  large  note,  he  sup-  with  respect  to  his  master  and  mis- 
posed  a  fifty  pound  note,  that  he  tress,  his  being  examined;  and  he 
came  into  the  parlour  and  said  he  told  me  they  would  not  be  angry,  h6 
could  not  get  change  for  it,  ami  then  supposed,  for  it  was  Lady  VVinterton's 
his  Royal  Highness  said,  "  Do  go  to  son  he  lived  with,  and  he  supposed 
my  wine-merchant's,  in  Bond-street,  Lady  Winterton  would  not  be  against 
Stephens's  Hotel,  and  gel  change,  and  it.  I  spoke  to  him  the  other  night  in 
tell  them  where  you  come  from;"  the  room,  I  do  not  know  whether  be- 
that  on  this  satne  night  he  had  called  fore  he  was  examined  or  afterwards, 
at  Byfield's,  the  confectioner's,  and  and  he  told  me  that  he  had  called  at 
tried  there,  and  they  could  not  do  it ;  Stephens's  in  Bond-street,  and  that 
and  that  he  went  and  saw  Stephens's  they  would  not  give  him  any  infor- 
partner  ;  it  being  very  late  Stephens  mation  about  the  note,  which  I  be- 
•was  not  there,  that  he  got  change  for  lieve  he  did  not  state  in  the  house. 
it  there,   and   that  was    the   whole. 

The  witness  was  directed  to  withdraw. 

Mr.  Wardle  slated,  that  this  afternoon  Pearson_,  the  butler,  called 
at  his  house,  and  said,  that  since  his  examination  at  the  Bar,  he  recol- 
lected that  he  took  out  the  note  given  by  Mrs.  Clarke  and  his  Royal 
Highness,  and  procured  change  tor  it.  He,  (Mr.  Wardle,)  asked  how 
it  was  that  he  had  not  said  so  on  his  examination  ?  To  which  he  an- 
swered, that  he  was  subject  to  very  violent  head-aches,  and  that  he 
had  a  very  bad  head-ache  at  the  Bar,  and  the  pain  that  he  felt  at  the 
time  took  away  his  recoUectron.  This  circumstance,  he  intended  to 
mention  to  the  Committee  ;  for  he  felt  himself  in  a  situation  of  pecu- 
liar delicacy,  if  he  should  call  upon  a  witness  to  be  examined  a  second 
time  ;  and  it  would  be  now  for  the  Committee  to  say,  whether  they 
would  do  so  or  not. 

Mrs.  Clarke  was  now  called  in  a^ain,  and  her  examination  was 
resumed. 


^n    o      rr^             rr-             X  that  old  Mr.  Dowler  had  come  up  to 

(5v  Sir  Thomas  Iurton*.)  h  •..      ^    r  *i     ^     j 

\       ^  ^                                         ^  sell  it  out  of  the  funds. 

Q.  You   have  stated,  that  you  re-  Q.  Did   you  communicate,  at  the 

commended  Mr.  Dowler  to  his  Royal  time,  to  the  Duke  of  York,  that  you 

Highness  the  Duke  of  York  ;  in  what  were  to  receive  any,  and  what  sum? 

character  did    you  represent   him  to  A.  I    cannot   exactly  say  to  that; 

the  Duke  of  York  ?  but  I  told  his  Royal  Highness,  that 

A.    As  a  gentleman.  he   would   behave   more  liberally  to 

Q^  Did  you    represent   him   as   a  me   than   any   other   person    for  the 

friend  or  relation  of  your  own  ?  same  appointment. 

A.  Never  as  a  relation,  as  a  friend.  Q.  Are  you  quite  sure  of  that? 

Q.  In  recommending  him    to  the  A.  Quite. 

Duke  of  York,  did  you  mention  that  Q^Did  you  ever  hear  Mr.  Dow- 

you  were  to  have  any,  and  what  sum,  ler  say  that  he  was  acquainted   with 

in  case  he  was  appointed  to  the  Com-  Sir  Brook  Watson,  the  Commissary 

niissariat  ?  General? 

A.  His  Royal  Highness  knew  that  A.  No   further  than  that  he  knew 

I  v,as  to  have  a  sum,  for  I  told  him  him  personally,  or  in  the  city  ;  and  I 

2  told 
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told  his  Koyal  Highness  of  it,  that 
Mr.  Dowler  knew  a  little  of  Sir  Brook 
Watson,  and  he  said,  that  is  a  very 
good  thing ;  but  I  believe  Sir  Brook 
Watson  is  dead  ;  and  I  cannot  make 
use  of  the  expression  that  his  Royal 
Highness  then  did  about  him. 

Q^  Are  you  quite  sure  that  Mr. 
Dowler  did  not  represent  to  you, 
that  he  or  his  father  had  some  in- 
terest with  Sir  Brook  Watson? 

A.  No,  he  never  told  me  that  he 
had  particularly;  he  told  me  that 
Sir  Brook  Watson  did  not  like  him, 
for  his  father's  way  of  voting,  if  I  re- 
collect right ;  I  mean  the  city  voting. 

(Bi/  Mr.  Lockhart.) 
Q.  Did  you   ever  receive  a  list  of 
names  for  promotion  from  any  other 
person  than  Captain  Huxley  Sandon 
and  Mr.  Donovan  ? 

A.  I  never  received  such  a  long  list 
from  any  one,  nor  such  a  list ;  I  never 
received  more  than  two  or  three 
names ;  this  1  had  for  two  or  tiiree 
days;  it  was  pinned  up  at  tiie  head 
of  my  bed,  and  his  Royal  Highness 
took  it  down. 

Q^  If  you  received  any  list  con- 
taining two  or  three  names,  from 
whom  did  you  receive  such  list  ? 

A.  It  will  be  seen,  by  the  witnesses 
that  have  already  been  examined, 
that  there  were  a  great  many  sorts  of 
agents  or  people  that  used  to  come 
and  ask  me  things  about  them,  and  I 
cannot  recollect;  and  1  believe  I  got 
into  very  bad  hands,  or  it  would  ne- 
ver have  been  exposed  as  it  is  now. 

Q.  Cannot  you  recollect  the  name 
of  any  one  person  who  gave  you  a  list  ? 
A.  I  have  mentioned  the  name  of 
Colonel  Sandon  and  Mr.  Donovan  ; 
and  there  was  a  lady  with  Mr.  Dono- 
van the  other  night,  in  the  room, 
>vhich  brought  many  things  to  my  re- 
collection, perhaps  she  can  speak  to 
something  ;  she  is  an  officer's  widow, 
and,  I  believe,  quite  in  the  habit  of 
military  intrigue. 

Q.  Did  you  ever  circulate  a  list  of 
prices  of  commissions  ? 

A.  No,  I  never  did  ;  that  did  not 
belong  to  me,  I  never  did  it ;  I  have 


seen  such  a  thing,  I  saw  it  in  Cobbet, 
but  it  is  not  true. 

Q^  What  is  the  name  of  the  lady 
3'ou  have  just  mentioned,  the  officer's 
widow  ? 

A.  She  was  with  Mr.  Donovan  the 
other  night;  I  used  to  see  her  very 
frequently  ;  I  have  not  seen  her  these 
three  years  ;  I  do  not  recollect  her 
name  at  present,  I  shall  think  of  it 
presently,  she  is  an  Irish  lady. 

[Here  the  witness  seemed  quite 
overcome,  and  burst  into  tears.  Her 
appearance  excited  considerable  sen- 
sation, and  several  voices  called  out 
for  a  chair.  After  some  hesitation, 
being  apparent.y  relieved  by  her  tears, 
she  proceeded :] 

I  have  received  a  letter  this  instant, 
which  has  exceedingly  interested  me, 
begging  me  that  I  would  not  go  on, 
or  t6  that  effect;  but  I  would  wish 
the  gentlemen  here  to  ask  Colonel 
Mac  Mahon,  that  my  character  may 
not  appear  so  very  black  as  it  does  at 
present ;  I  would  wish  the  House  to 
inquire  of  Colonel  Mac  Mahon,  if  he 
thought  I  made  any  i-mproper  propo- 
sitions, or  any  thing  unjust,  to  the 
Duke  of  York.  I  wish  them  to  ask 
only  of  Colonel  Mac  Mahon,  what 
were  my  propositions  to  the  Duke  of 
York,  and  to  inquire  into  all  the  par- 
ticulars respecting  the  message  of 
which  he  was  the  bearer ;  I  am  ex- 
ceedingly sorry  to  expose  him  so. 

(%  the  Chairman.) 

Q.  Have  you  any  objection  to  de- 
liver in  the  letter  you  have  received  ? 

A.  I  have  received  one  before ;  I 
will  perhaps  in  a  few  days,  but  not  to 
night;  I  have  hardly  read  it  over. 

[The  Chairman  informed  the  wit- 
ness, that  it  was  the  pleasure  of  the 
Committee  that  she  should  produce 
the  letter  she  had  just  received.] 

Q_^  When  did  you  receive  that  let- 
ter, where  did  you  receive  it,  and 
from  whom  ? 

A.  I  received  it  at  this  door. 

Q^  On  the  outside  of  the  door  ? 

A.  This  instant,  when  I  went  out, 

Q.  From  whom  ? 

A,  I  believe  one  of  thi  messengers. 

The 
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[  Th  e  letter  was  handed  up  to  the  Chahman,  and  ordered  to  be  read 
by  the  Clerk  j  it  was  as  follows.] 

*' Westminster  Hall,  Thursday  Night* 

«*  Madam,  Eight  o'Clock/* 

**  I  am  most  anxiously  desirous  to  see  you  to  night. 

**The  lateness  of  the  hour  will  he  no  difficulty  wiih  me. 

*'  It  is  I  trust  quite  unnecessary  to  observe,  that  business  alone  is  my 
reason  for  expressing  by  this  solicitude  in  so  earnest  a  way;  or  that 
if  you  think  a  more  unreserved    coinmunicalion  might  take  place  at 
Westbourne-place,  I  would  be  thereat  your  own  hour  to-night. 

"To  what  this  particularly  refers  you  may  have  some  guess,  but 
it  would  be  highly  improper  to  glance  at  it  upon  paper. 

"  I  will  deliver  this  to  one  of  the  Messengers,  who  will  convey  to 
me  your  answer;  or  if  your  feelings  at  all  accord  with  mine,  you 
will  not  perhaps  think  it  too  much  trouble  to  write  two  notes,  one  to 
the  care  of  the  Messenger  who  delivers  this,  the  other  addressed  for 
meat  the  Exchequer  Coffee- House,  Westminster-Hall. — Believe  me, 

Madam, 

Most  sincerely  your  Friend, 

Wm.  Williams.'* 

*'P.  S.  I  have  tried  two  or  three  Members  to  deliver  this,  but 
they  are  afraid  some  injurious  suspicion  might  attach. 

♦*1  hope  you  will  not  attribute  my  hasty  manner  to  negligence  or 
disrespect." 

Y%  ^/^e  Attorney  General)  In  the  back  room;  1  said  upon   mj 

Q.  Is  this  the  letter  that  so  much  word  and  honor  not;  but  I  told  him 

interested  you  ?    A.  Yes,  it  is.  as  my  character  now  seemed  so  much 

Q.  Is  this  the  letter  that  desired  you  backed  about  with  every  one,  I  would 

potto  go  on?  open   the   door   and    convince    him, 

A.  In  my  opinion  it  is,  from  what  ^vhich  I  did;  he  then  began  to  ques- 

occurred  yesterday.  tlon  me  how  I  felt  towards  the  Duke 

Q.  What  do  you  allude  to  as  having  of  York,  if  I  had  any  revenge,  or  if  I 

occurred  yesterday?  had -any  wishes  that  His  Royal  High- 

A.  A  letter  came  to  me  yesterday  iiess  had  not  satisfied,  and  if  any  thing 

from  the  same  gentleman,  and  I  could  would  induce  me  now  to  abandon  the 

Bot  exactly  make  out  what  it  was  or  country  with  my  children,   and   take 

what  he  meant  by  it ;  he  said  he  had  all  the  blame  on  my  own  shoulder; 

seen  me  at  the  play  one  night,  in  com-  that  no  sum  whatever  would  be  back- 

pany  with  Lord  Lenox  and  Sir  Robert  ward  if  Lwould  say  that  I  would,  as 

Peate,  about  two  months  since,  and  »iy  character  now  had  been  so  very 

that  he  took  the  liberty  of  address-  much  with  the  public,  it  could  not  be 

ing  a  letter  to  me  to  grant  him  an  in-  worse  if  I  would  take  it  upon  myself 

terview;  I  sent  down  my  servant  to  and   abandon    my  country  with   my 

say  I  was  at  home  to  him  ;  this  was  children,  and  I  should  be  provided  for 

the  gentleman  whom  I  alluded  to  as  ^or  life  in  the  handsomest  manner  pos* 

being  the  only  one  I  had  seen  since  I  sible  ;  that  he  had  no  authority  from 

quitted  this  place.     When    he  came  the  Duke  of  York,    but  it  was    the 

into  the  drawing  room  yesterday,  he  Duke's  friends. 

asked  mc  whether  there  was  any  one  [TAe  mtims  Z'jas  dirsctsd  to  witfi^ 

drav^.1 
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Mr.  Brand  rose,  and  submitted  the  propriety  of  some  decisiv< 
measure  being  taken,  inconsequence  of  what  Mrs.  Clarke  had  jus; 
related. 

The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  said,  he  thought  it  incum- 
bent  on  the  House  to  have  this  person  taken  into  custody,  and  wishec 
that  the  Speaker  should  be  sent  for,  when  he  should  move,  '^That  th( 
Serjeant  at  Arms  should  he  dispatched  to  the  Exchequer  CofFee-house 
and  bring  liim  to  the  Bar." 

The  House  resumed,  and  the  Speaker  took  the  chair;  the  Chan. 
CELLOR  of  the  Exchequer  then  made  his  proposed  motion,  which 
was  carried  unanimously,  the  Serjesnt  at  Arms  was  dispatched,  and  the 
doors  were  ordered  to  be  shut. — During  the  whole  of  this  proceeding 
a  great  bustle  prevailed  in  the  House. 

Mr.  Wharton  then  moved,  ^' That  the  Committee  should  si 
again  this  evening;"  agreed  to 

A  member  then  asked  the  Speaker,  whether  it  were  in  the  powci 
of  a  Committee  to  send  an  order  to  take  any  person  into  custody? — . 
He  asked  this  for  the  future  guidance  of  the  House.  I 

The  Speaker  answered,  that  he  alwavs  considered  they  had  thfl 
power.     When  the  emergency  of"  the  case  required  such  a  measure 
should  be  resorted  to,  the  usual  mode  was  for  the  Chairman  to  report 
such  proceeding  to  the  House.     The  House  would  tjicn  order  the  pri- 
soner to  stand  committed,  and  would  thereby  approve  the  measure 
but  it  was  always  best  for  the  House  to  act. 

The  Serjeant  at  Arms  then  announced  that  Mr.  Williams  was  in 
€ustodv» 

The  Chak'Cellor  of  the  ExcnE<iUER  moved,  *'That  the  Serjeant 
at  Arms  should  bring  Mr.  W'illiams  before  the  Committee  to.be  exa- 
mined."    Agreed  to.  i 

Upon  motion,  the  Speaker  then  left  the  Chair,  and  the  House  re- 
solved itself  into  a  Committee.  i 


(Mr.  Willt  am  Williams  icas  brought 
iiijin  the  custody  of  the  Serjeant  at 
Arms,  and  examined  by  Mr.  Pek- 

«C£V  AL.) 

Q.  Is  that  your  hand-writing? 

A-  This  is  my  hand-writing,  and  I 
<lelivered  that  letter  myself  to  the 
<Joor-keeper. 

Q.  "Will  you  inform  the  Committee 
who  and  what  you  are  ? 

A.  1  am  a  Clergyman. 

Q.  Where  do  you  live? 

A.  Am    I   bound    to   answer    that 
cjnestion  r 
[The  Chairman  informed  the  witness 

the  must  answer  the  question.] 

A.  I  have  some  personal  reasons  for 
not  doing  so;  reasons  applicable  to 
B/e  personally^  to  iny  private  atiairs. 


[The  Chairman  informed  the  witnes.^ 
he  was  boimd  to  answer  the  ques- 
tion.] ■ 

A.  My  pla©<?  of  residence  is  now  at 
No.  17,  Somers  Place  East,  in  the 
New  Koad,  near  Somers  Town. 

\_By  Mr,  Perceval.] 

Q.  You, have  seen  this  letter  which 
you  delivered  to  the  door-keeper  ;  of 
course  you  are  acquainted   with  the  | 
contents- of  it? 

A.  1  suppose  the  letter  in  your  hand 
to  be  tUe  same  which  was  put  into  my 
iiand  just  now  ;  I  am  acquainted  with 
it,  having  written  it  within  thi^  hour. 

Q.  What  was  the  business  on  which 
you  wished  to  see  Mrs.  Clarke? 

A.  1  had  business  with  her;  I  am 
sure  I  do  not  know  how  decorously  to 

answer 
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answer  tliis  question,  but  it  has  no  re- 
f«rence  to  the  examination  now  going 
on  before  this  House, 

Q,  Were  you  at  Mrs.  Clarke's 
house  yesterday? 

A.  Not  yesterday,  the  day  before. 

Q.  What  passed  upon  that  occa- 
sion? 

A.  The  whole  is  not  exactly  in  my 
recollection  ;  i  believe  I  was  near  an 
hour  there. 

Q.  State  as  much  as  you  cnn  of 
what  passed  upon  that  occasion  ? 

A.  I  am  taken  somewhat  by  sur- 
prise, but  I  will,  as  nearly  as  1  can  re- 
^Uect ;  it  had  some  general  reference 
to  the  transaction  that  is  now  investi- 
^atinc;  before  this  House. 

Q.  State  the  substance  of  it. 

A-  She  asked  me  if  I  had  T$een  the 
newspaper  ;  1  replied  in  the  negative  ; 
•  he  then  related  to  me  part  o/  what  I 
have  since  seen  in  the  newspapers,  that 
ha  was  fatigued  after  many  hours 
.vaiting  here  ;  1  believe  that  was  the 
substance  of  what  she  related. 

Q.  Are  you  certain  that  it  was  the 
lav  before  yesterday  you  had  this 
:ommunication  ? 

A.  It  was  the  morning  after  she  was 
examined  here  ;  if  1  answer  the  ques- 
tion confusedly,  I  hope  you  will  not 
be  surprised  at  it,  for  I  am  a  little  sur- 
prised at  finding  myself  here;  this  is 
the  substance  as  far  as  related  to  any 
thing  else  that  had  reference  to  our 
acquaintance:  I  mentiont-d  some  per- 
sons that  we  were  acquainted  with, 
and  as  to  their  health,  and  matters, 
not,  I  think,  worth  relating  to  the 
House  ;  if  you  wish  1  will  refresli  my 
iHcmory,  and  state  the  miiuitia\ 

Q.  Did  vou  state  anv  thinsj  to  Mrs. 
('larke  as  to  the  course  of  the  exami- 
nation hereafter  to  be  pursued  upon 
this  business  ? 

A.  I  do  not  recollect  that  I  did. 

Q.  Did  you  give  Mrs.  Clarke  any 
advice  as  to  what  she  had  best  do 
upon  this  sub}ect  ? 

A.  1  spoke  1  believe  somt^thing  to 
this  effect,  that  it  would  be  well  and 
proper  for  her  to  be  cautious. 

Q.  Was  that  all? 

A.  I  believe  1  added,  what  every  body 


is  aware  of,  the  high  connections  oi 
the  personage  whose  conduct  is  nov»- 
under  your  investigation,  and  that  of 
course  I  reiterated  what  I  had  said  be* 
fore,  that  caution,  1  thought,  would 
very  much  become  her. 

Q.  Did  you  advise  Mrs.  Clarke  to 
get  out  of  the  way  ?     A.  I  never  did. 

Q.  You  are  quite  certain  that  you 
did  not  give  her  any  advice  of  that 
sort?     A.  1  did  not. 

Q.  Did  you  represent,  that  you 
came  from  any  of  the  friends  of  "the 
Duke  of  York  ? 

A.  I  did  not,  I  spoke  ambiguously, 
but  I  did  not  give  her  any  such  inti- 
mation whatever. 

Q.  What  do  you  mean  by  sayin* 
you  spoke  ambiguously? 

A.  I  spoke  the  sentiments  of  mv 
own  mind  and  my  own  cogitations  upon 
that  subject,  not  having  any  intima- 
tion from  any  individual  in  the  world. 

Q.  For  what  purpose  did  you  go 
to  Mrs.  Clarke  upon  that  day? 

A.  I  suppose  1  may  be  allowed  to 
pause  a  moment  or  two  before  I  answer 
that  question,  because  it  involves  a  va- 
riety of  circumstances  that  now  press 
upon  my  mind.  ^ 

[The  witness  paused  for  som« 
time,  and  appeared  in  this  and  subset 
quent  evidence  to  be  much  embar- 
rassed and  confused,]' 

Among  other  things,  I  thought  that 
the  confidential  intercourse  that  must 
have  subsist#tl  between  her  and  the 
person  whose  name  perhaps  [  am  not 
at  liberty  to  mention,  might  have 
given  her  opportunities  of  observing 
upon  his  conduct  in  moments  of  unre- 
served communication,  and  that  to  in- 
troduce matters  of  that  sort  before  this 
House  would  excite  certainly  his  per- 
sonal resejitment  as  well  as  the  indis- 
nation  of  his  family,  and  that  what- 
ever promises  might  be  helil  out  to 
her  would  probably  not  in  the  event 
be  found  sufficient  to  protect  her  from 
the  resentment  that  they  probabl- 
might  conceive  it  was  right  at  sr^^ 
time  to  exercise  upon  her:  I  su  P°^® 
J  have  said  enough  to  convev"  ^"® 
House  my  sentiments;  and  ^  expect 
of  me  miinittly  to  del*^  **^'  ^'^'^^ 
R  2  passed 


132 


passed  in  that  conversation,  would  be, 
I  think,  an  unreasonable  expectation. 

Q.  Did  you  advise  Mrs.  Clarke  to 
go  out  of  the  kingdom  with  her  chil^ 
dren  ?     A.  I  did  not. 

Q.  And  that  they  should  be  pro- 
Tided  for;  did  you  make  any  promise 
to  her? 

A.  I  made  no  promise  to  her  what-^ 
ever. 

Q.  Did  any  body  advise  you  to  go 
to  Mrs.  Clarke  ? 

A.  It  was  a  suggestion  of  my  own 
mind. 

Q,  Had  you  been  acquainted  with 
Mrs.  Clarke  before?     A.  Very  little. 

Q.  How  long  had  you  been  ac- 
quainted with  her? 

A,  Precisely  I  cannot  say  :  perhaps 
two  months. 

Q.  Where  had  you  seen  her  before? 

A.  At  the  Opera  House. 

Q.  Had  you  seen  her  any  where  else 
but  at  the  Opera  House?  A.  No. 

Q.  Had  you  any  conversation  with 
her  at  the  Opera  House  ?     A.  No. 

.  Q.  Were   yon     introduced   to    her 
therjc  ?> 

A.  I  might  be  said  to  be  introduced  ; 
It  wis  ratlier  casual;  it  was  in  the  pre- 
sence of  persons  known  to  us  both. 

Q.  Plow  long  ago  was  this? 

A.  About  two  months. 

Q.  Who  were  the  persons  present? 

A.  Lord  Lenox  and  Sir  Eobert 
Peate.  I  beg  leave  to  add,  that  1  had 
not  been  directed  or  instructed,  or  re- 
quested to  address  Mrs.  Clarke,  on  this 
or  any. other  subject,  by  any  person 
whatever;  and  after  mentioning  the 
names  of  those  two  gentlemen,  I  think 
it  very  hard  they  should  be  implicated 
in  this  which  has  taken  me  by  surprise. 

Q.  AVh^t  led  you  to  come  here  this 
afternoon  ? 

A-  1  was  extremely  anxious  to  see 
Mrs.  Clarke. 

Q.  For  what  purpose  ? 

-     A.  If  I  am   positively  bound  to  an- 

^wer  that  question  at  the  peril  of  im- 

Fsonment,  of  course  it  must  be  an- 

5^'Nd ;  to  whom  am  I  to  address  my- 

self^  "^  an  answer  to  that  question. 

LI  "^<^' hair  man  informed  the  wit- 
n.ess,  thatjj-  ^^.^g  ^j^^  pleasure  of  the 
Committee  ^.^^  ^i^q  question  siiouid 
i?e  answered. J 


A.  My  reason  was,  to  attempt,  if  I 
could,  to  persuade  her  from  that  ironi- 
cal, sarcastic,  witty  animadversion- 
that  sometimes  had  fallen  from  her, 
with  reference  to  the  person  that  I  be- 
fore alluded  to. 

Q.  Was  that  the  object  with  which 
you  wrote  this  letter  ? 

A.  That  was  one  of  the  objects. 

Q.  What  other  object  had  you  ? 

A.  1  will  answer  particularly  after- 
wards; generally,  I  will  say  it  was 
with  a  view  that  was  by  no  means  ad- 
verse to  the  person  v.'hose  conduct  is 
now  ur^der  investigation,  but  just  the 
contrary  ;  and  therefore  I  am  the  more 
surprised  at  the  harsh  manner  iij 
which  I  have  been  treated. 

Q.  State  what  your  other  object  was 
in  writing  this  letter  to  Mrs.  Clarke? 

A.  I  thought  that  if  I  had  an  oppor- 
tunity of  seeing  her  before  the  appoint- 
ment that  I  had  to-morrow  morning 
with  an  agent  of  His  Tvoyal  Highness, 
that  probably  I  might  suggest  to  her 
something  to  prevent  those  things  that 
did  not  sf-rve  to  elucidate  the  investi- 
gation now  going  on,  but  to  excite  the 
inveteracy  of  those  personages  to 
whom  I  before  alluded. 

Q.  Who  is  that  agent? 

A.  Mr.  Lowteru 

Q.  Who  made  the  appointment 
with  you? 

A.  By  agreement,  I  addressed  Mr. 
Lowten  first,  and  afterwards  the  ap» 
point inent  was  made. 

Q,  For  what  purpose  did  you  ad^ 
dress  Mr.  Lowten  ? 

A.  F'or  the  purpose  I  have  given  to 
the  House  before. 

Q.  Did  yon  apply  to  Mr.  Lowten 
by  writing,  or  address  him  verbally  ? 

A.  I  had  ^"poken  to  two  or  three  mem- 
bers of  this  House  upon  this  subject. 

Q.  Name  them. 

A.  Mr.  Adam  and  Colonel  Gordon ; 
the  other  waved  it  entirely,  I  am  un- 
willing to  mention  him  ;  it  is  Colonel 
Mac  Maiion,  if  I  am  desired  to  men-r 
tion  him. 

Q.  Did  you  apply  to  Mr.  Lowten 
personally  or  by  letter? 

A.  I  was  desired  by  two  of  the 
gentlemen  whom  I  have  named;  Co- 
lonel Mac  Maiion  conceived  of  this 

ycr^- 
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>ery  differently  from  what  many 
members  of  this  House  do:  they 
thanked  me  for  the  communication  ; 
he  does  not  conceive  any  hostility 
to  his  Royal  Highness  in  the  commu- 
nication, but  just  the  contrary.  If 
there  is  any  thing  culpable  in  my  con- 
duct, I  am  amenable  to  the  censure 
of  the  House,  and  am  willing  to  abide 
by  it ;  but  I  do  not  know  that  gentle- 
man acts  decorously  to  me,  in  making 
me  the  subject  of  personal  merriment 
and  ridicule. 

Q.  Was  it  by  personal  address  or 
by  writing  you  made  the  appointment 
with  Mr.  Lowten  ? 

A.  I  hesitated  whether  I  should 
speak  to  Mr.  Lowten  or  not,  and  when 
I  spoke  to  Mr.  Adam  I  declined  it; 
but  coming  here  with  this  letter,  I 
met  Mr.  Lowten,  within  these  two 
hours,  and  then  I  addressed  him. 

Q.  What  did  you  say  to  Mr.  Low- 
ten  ? 

A.  I  knew  Mr.  Lowten  officially, 
and  no  otherwise;  I  understand  that 
he  holds  an  ofiice,  indeed  I  have  seen 
him  in  the  exercise  of  his  office  in  the 
Court  of  King's  Bench. 

Q.  What  did  you  say  to  him  ? 

A.  I  told  hiii)  that  I  had  spoken  to 
the  gentlemen  (I  believe  that  was 
pretty  near  the  commencement  of  my 
conversation  with  him)  whom  1  havd 
recently  named,  Mr.  Adam  and  Co- 
lonel Gordon;  and  I  told  him  also  that 
they  declined,  and  seemed  apprehen- 
sive; they  seemed  to  think  there  was 
a  delicacy  and  difficulty  in  it,  which 
inclined  them  to  have  nothing  to  do 
with  it:  thev  advised  me  to  commu- 
nicate  to  him,  and  when  I  met  him  I 
took  the  liberty  to  address  myself  to 
him.  ' 

Q.  Did  you  tell  Mr.  Lowten  the 
nature  of  the  subject  which  you  had 
to  communicate  to  him  ? 

A.  I  said  (I  did  tliink  I  expressly 
guarded  what  I  had  to  say  with  this 
observation)  that  I  had  no  message 
from  Mrs.  Clarke,  or  any  coinmuni- 
catioji,  directlv  or  iudirectlv,  to  make 
/"rom  her. 

^   Q.  What  did  you  say  you  had  to 
peip-municalc  to  Mr.  Lov\tenr 


A.  I  said  I  thought,  as  matter  of 
opinion  arising  out  of  my  own  mind, 
that  it  was  possible,  I  do  not  knovr 
how  I  expressed  it,  but  1  meant  to 
convey  to  prevent  her  going  into  tliat 
irrelevant  matter,  and  1  believe  the. 
observation  I  made  was  this,  that  it 
was  impossible  for  any  man  in  an  un- 
reserved communication  of  four  years, 
not  in  some  period  of  tliat  length  of 
time  to  have  said  and  done  thos« 
thinf^s  which  the  House  of  Commons 
had  very  little  to  do  with. 

Q.  Was  it  upon  that  communica- 
tion to  Mr.  Lovx'ten,  that  he  made  aa 
appointment  with  you  to  come  to  him 
to- morrov/ morning? 

A.  I  recollect  no  other. 

Q.  What  did  you  tell  Mr.  Lowten" 
you  had  to  say  to  him  on  the  subject 
on  which  you  were  to  speak  to  him 
to-morrow  morning  ? 

A.  I  have  told  you  this  moment 
that  was  the  subject  I  had  to  speak 
upon. 

Q.  To  prevent  Mrs.  Clarke  going- 
into  irrelevant  matter? 

A.  C-trtainlv,  that  was  the  main 
object. 

Q,.  How  were  you  to  prevent  it  by 
going  to  Mr.  Lowten  ? 

A.  Certainly  this,  is  a  question   I    , 
am  not  prepared  exactly  to  answer ; 
I  am  not  sure  that  I  could'  prevent  it 
at  all,  and  the  means  must  arise  out 
of  the  circumstances. 

Q.  What  did  you  mean  to  propose 
to  Mr.  Lowten  as  the  means  by  which  ' 
Mrs.  Clarke's  examination  might  be 
in  any  degree  altered  ? 

A.  I  am  sure  1  do  not  know  ex- 
actly what  I  should  have  said  to  Mr. 
Lowten  to-morrow  morning,  but  what 
I  should  have  said  to  iiim  would  have 
arisen  out  of  the  circumstances,  and 
probably  out  of  the  communication  I 
should  have  had  with  Mrs.  Clarke 
to-ni;j!it;  and  it  was  for  that  purpose 
thai  I  expressed  so  anxious  a  wisji  to 
see  her,  as  I  conveyed  in  that  letter 
that  is  laid  upon  the  Table. 

Q.  Wjjat  did  you  expect  would 
arise  between  Mrs.  Clarke  and  your- 
self  to-nig!it,  which  you  expected 
would  enable  you  to  make  a  commu- 
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Rication  with  effect  to  Mr.  Lowten  her  to  suppress  any  information  that 

to-morrow  ?  ^^^is  reference  to  the  investigation  now 

A.  I  do  not  know  whether  I  may  going  on  before  tlie  House;  but  I  did 

not  be  allowed  to  go  a  little  into  expla-  think,  that  if  I  could  persuade  her  to 

nation,  and  not  to  answer  sententiously  avoid  those  sort  of  witticisms  to  whicH 

and  immediately,  but  in  an  intercourse  I  alluded  before,  and  those  sort  of  ob- 

and  friendship  of  four   years    much  serrations. — If  the  gentlemen  wish  mc 

niicrht  liave   passed  that  it  would  be  to  answer  this  question  in  such  a  way 

proper  to  suppress.  -  as  to  prove  I  have  been  guilty  of  a 

Q.    What  did  you   expect  would  breach  of  the  privileges  of  this  House, 

arise  between  Mrs.  Clarke  and  your-  I  cannot  do  that;  I  know  the  defer- 

self  to-ni'^ht,    which    you    expected  ence  due  to  this  House,  and  am  wil- 

vould  enable  you  to  make  a  commu-  ling  to  treat  it  with  proper  deference, 

nication  with  effect  to  Mr.  Lowten  to-  May  I  take  the  liberty  to  make  one 

morrow  ?  more  observation_on  the  law  of  evi- 

A.   If  it  is  intended  by  these  ques-  dence 

tions  that  I  should It  is  impossi-         [The  Chairman  informed  the  wit- 

ble,  I  do  not  know  how  to  answer  the  ness  that  he  was  not  called  to  the  bar 

que'stion,  1  have  not  the  capacity,  I  to  make  observations,  but  to  give  evi- 

<io  not  understand  it.  dence.] 

Q.   What   did   you    expect  would.       A.  Then  may  I'take  the  liberty  of 

ari^e  between  Mrs*.  Clarke  and  your-  asking,  whether  I   am  bound,  to  giv« 

self   to-nii^ht,    which    you    expected  that  sort  of  evidence  that  would  crimi- 

would  enable  you  to  make  a  commu-  nate  myself,  and  is  notthis  leading  to  it? 
iiication  with  erfect  to  Mr.  Lowten  to-         Q.  Had  you  written  the  letter  at 

morrow  ?  t^^^  ^^^^^  yo"  saw  Mr.  Lowten  ? 

A.  I  confess,  standing  here  as  I  do,  A.  No,  I  wrote,  the  letter  subse- 
that  if  an  inquiry  of  this  sort  was  go-  quently  ;  it  arose  oiit  of  the  conversa- 
h^^  on  upon  my  own  subject^  there  tion  I  had  with  him.  As  a  matter  of 
are  many  things  already  which  have  humanity  I  address  myself  to  the 
transpired  which  I  should  be  sorry  Chair,  with  reference  to  the  Chancel- 
should  transpire,  and  which  have  no-  lor  of  the  Exchequer,  whether,  as  a 
thing  to  do  with  a  political  question  ;  lawyer,  taken  by  surprise  as  I  am,  it 
thatlstheonlv  way  lean  answer  it.  is  riglit  to  propose  questions  to  me, 

Q    How  was  it  to  affect  the  commu-  that  if  they  were  answered  would  cri- 

nication  with  Mr.  Lowten  to-morrow  minate  me. 

in  consequence  of  your  seeing  Mrs.         Q.  Do  you  refuse  to  answer  these 

Clarke  to-niaht?  questions  which  are  put  to  you,  under 

A.  I  did  not  certainly  intend  to  in-  the  fear  that  they  will  criminate  your- 

terfere,  or  to  prevent  the  inquiry,  or  self? 
to  smother  the  inquiry,   or  to  advise         A.  No,  I  do  not,  upon  my  honour. 

[Tlie  witness  was  ordered  to  be  removed  from  the  bar,  and  kept  in 
custody  of  the  Serjeant  at  Arms.] 

Mr.  Ken  rick  said,  that  the  witness  had  spoken  to  him  and  some 
others,  and  acknowledged  his  name  wasr  Walter  Williams.  From  the 
information  he  had  obtained,  Mr.  Williams  was  deranged ;  he  frequent- 
ed the  Courts  of  Law  and  other  places,  wheie  he  has  seen  Mr.  Low- 
ten  ;  claims  relationship  with  persons  well  known  in  society,  and  com^ 
mits  many  otiicracts  of  inconsistency. 

Mr.    Adam  rrmde  the  folloiving         me,  since  the  commencement  of  this 

statcTucnt.  business,  wJio  have  not  sent  any  name ; 

•*  Many  persons  have  desired  to  see     and  i  have  given  orders  to  lat  nobody 
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!n,  who  did  rot  send  in  their  names. 
This  geiillcmiin  called  yesterday, 
about  live  o'clock  I  think,  or  a  little 
after  five :  he  sent  in  no  name,  but  a 
gentleman-  wished  to  see  me.  I  de- 
tired  to  have  the  name,  and  I  thought 
the  name  given  in  was  Williamson; 
1  had  seen  a  gentleman  of  the  name 
of  Williamson,  in  the  morning,  a  cler- 
gyman of  ShefTord,  in  Bedfordshire, 
and  I  believed  it  to  be  the  same  per- 
son ;  1  went  into  the  hall  to  hini,  to 
the  outer  door:  I  found  it  to  be  a  dif- 
ferent person  ;  and  this  gentleman  who 
has  just  been  at  tlie  bar  addressed  me, 
and  said  he  had  something  to  commu- 
nicate, respecting  this  business  that 
was  proceeding  in  Parliament ;  I  said 
I  could  hear  nothing  from  him  ;  he 
seemed  extremely  anxious  to  state 
something  i  I  slonped  him,  and  told 
him  if  he  had  any*  facts  or  circum- 
stances to  state,  Mr,  Lowten  was  em- 
ployed as  his  Royal  Highness's  Solici- 
tor, and  he  might  go  to  him,  and  de- 
sire an  appointment ;  he  left  the 
house  ;  and  that  was  all  that  passed." 

Colonel  Mac  M.^hon  then  rose, and 
said : — 

"  To  my  extreme  astonishment,  I 
found  my  name  alluded  to  by  the, 
lady  who  has  just  been  examined  at 
the  bar  ;  1  cannot  tell  for  what  possi- 
ble purpose  she  has  alluded  to  me ;  1 
have  iiotning  to  offer  to  this  Commit- 
tee, that  has  the  least  relevance,  or  can 
throw  the  smallest  light  upon  any  sub- 
ject whatever,  that  the  honourable 
gentleman  has  brought  before  the 
consideration  of  this  House.  In  con- 
sequence of  an  anonymous  note  that 
was  written  to  his  '.\oyal  Highness  the 
Prince  of  W'alcs,  promising  very  im- 
portant communications,  Idid,  at  the 
command  of  the  Prince,  lightlvas  he 
treated  the  note,  nevertheless  call  at 
No.  14,  Bedford-row,  KuSsell-square, 
where  the  note  was  dated  from.  Upon 
going  there,  the  woman  who  opened 
the  door,  and  from  whom  T  thought  I 
saw  much  that  told  me  she  had  put 
that  note  inio  the  penny-post  or  the 
twopenny-post  herself,  I    asked  her 


the  nam?  of  the  lady  of  the  house, 
that  I  wanted  to  st?e  ;  she  desired  m« 
to  tell  my  name ;  I  told  her  I  could 
give  her  no  name,  but  produced  tJie 
note,  which  she  immediately  remem- 
bered to  have  put  into  ih.e  twopennv- 
post,  and  said  it  was  written  by  her 
mistress.  I  was  then  conducted  into 
the  hoiise,  into  a  pirlour,  where  cer- 
tainly tiiere  were  a  great  many  of 
those  morocco  concerns,  wiiich  she  has 
mentioned  before,  for  there  were  ten 
chairs  1  think  set  round  the  table, 
from  the  supper  or  the  dinner  of  the 
day  before ;  after  remaining  some 
time,  I  was  conducted  upstairs,  where 
1  saw  the  lady,  whose  name  1  was  told 
to  be  Farquhar.  The  lady  in  perfect 
good  humour  came  out  and  received 
me  ;  and  I  held  the  note  I  was  possess- 
ed with,  as  my  credentials,  for  her 
communicating  whatever  she  might 
think  tit  to  tell  a"  third  person,  wot 
pressing  her  to  any  communication 
which  she  ought  not  to  give  to  me. 
She  told  me,  that  she  would  commu- 
nicate nothing  to  a  third  person;  I 
then  told  her  that  it  was  impossible 
that  I  could  hold  up  any  expectation. 
of  an  interview  with  such  a  person  as 
the  one  to  whom  that  letter  was  ad- 
dressed, unless  she  gave  me  some 
clue,  or  some  jjlausible  pretence  for  it, 
and  that  I  had  no  idle  curiosity  to  gra- 
tify. She  then  entered  into  a  conver- 
sation of.so  general  and  so  extraordi- 
nary a  nature,  that  I  am  confident 
this  House  would  not  for  one  moment 
entertain  it,  because  the  tendency  and 
intention  ©f  it  was  to  make  bad  blood 
between  two  illustrious  brothers,  whoie 
affections  could  never  be  sh.akcn  bj 
any  such  representation,  at  least,  I  am 
confident  that  the  illustrious  person  I 
have  the  pride  and  glory  to  serve  and 
love,  would  beincapable.  She  then  told 
mc  she  would  shew  me  letters  to  prove 
and  to  establish,  that  there  v.-as  a  ha- 
tred on  one  part  to  the  other  ;  I  declin* 
ed  seeing  any  letters;  she  then  said,  £ 
would  commit  those  letters  to  you,  for 
the  perusal  of  the  illustriouspersenagc; 
to  which  1,  as  my  bounden  duty  and 
firm  conviction,  said,  if  they  were  ly- 
ing 
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ing  at  his  feet,  he  would  scorn  to  look  very  firm,  but  'steady  manner,  toM 
at  one  of  them.  In  this  interview,  at  lier,  that  the  Duke  of  York  was  deter* 
iirst,  I  stated  that  I  thought  she  was  a  mined  to  separate  from  her  ;  but  that 
friend  of  Mrs.  Clarke ;  she  said,  cer-  if  she  retired  into  the  country,  and 
tainly  she  knew  Mrs.  Clarke  extreme-  conducted  herself  with  propriety  and 
ly  intimately,  that  there  was  nobody  decorum,  he  would  allow  her  400/.  a 
she  loved  and  regarded  as  she  jdid  year  ;  that  she  had  accordingly  so  re- 
Alrs.  Clarke;  that  she  perfectly  knew  tired  into  Devonshire  for  several 
her.  She  then  asked  me  if  I  knew  months,  but  falling  to  receive  the  re- 
Mrs.  Clarke;  I  said  I  do  not.  "  Do  mittances  she  expected,  she  had  been 
you  know  her.  Sir,  by  person  ;"  I  said,  driven  to  town  for  the  purpose  of  gain- 
I  believed  not.  **  Do  you  know  her  ing  her  arrear,  and  placing  her  an- 
by  character ;"  yes,  said  I,  her  fame  nuity  upon  a  nK)re  regular  mode  of 
is  very  celebrated;  and  I  have  heard  payment;  that  if  that  condition  was 
of  Mrs.  Clarke,  but  know  nothing  of  complied  uith,  by  the  payment  of 
her  myself.  She  asked  me  then  wliat  her  arrear,  and  of  securing  thepunc- 
1  knew  ;  I  said,  it  certainly  was  not  to  tuality  of  it  to  her  in  future,  his  Royal 
her  advantage;  but  1  liad  heard  tUe  Highness  should  never  hear  any  more 
Duke  of  York  had  been  very  generous  about  her.  Upon  the  fairness  of  this 
to  her,  and  tliat  she  had  not  been  very  stateuient,  supposing  it  to  be  true,  (I 
grateful  on  her  part ;  but  that  was  do  not  pretend  to  say  what  my  opi- 
only  from  information  I  had  received,  nion  of  it  was)  I  said,  if  your  state- 
She  then  proceeded  to  state,  what  I  ment,  Mrs.  Clarke,  is  correct  and 
throw  myself  on  the  consideration  of  orthodox,  I  will  certainly  wait  upon 
the  House,  as  it  might  be  the  effect  of  Mr.  Adam,  and  state  it  to  him,  to 
passion,  and  appeared  to  me  a  dispo-  know  where  the  objection  lies  to  tiie 
sition  to  gratify  her  revenge  by  repre-  payment  of  your  annuity,  'ihat  was 
seiitatioi.s  that  I  do  not  think  the  in  the  month  of  July  last.  Mr.  Adam 
House  would  for  a  moment  permit  me  had  gone,  two  days  after  I  saw  Mrs. 
to  expose,  when  it  went  to  a  tendency  Clarke,  into  Scotland,  and  had  not  re- 
ef making  bad  blood  between  two  turned  when  I  came  back  to  London 
brclhers.  We  then  proceeded.  I  in  October,  therefore  I  never  saw  him 
soon  after  said,  **  1  am  speaking  to  but  at  the  persuasion  of  Mrs.  Clarke, 
!Mrs.  Clarke  herself;"  I  thought  so,  by  a  letter  she  wrote  to  me,  she  saying 
from  several  things  she  told  me,  that  that  his  i\oyal  Highness  was  prepared 
I  wish  not  to  repeat:  I  said,  "  I  am  to  hear  what  I  had  to  say,  as  she  had 
cojifident  I  am  addressing  myself  to  told  it  to  him.  I  had  the  honour  of 
Mrs.  Clarke  herself;"  she  laughed,  waiting  upon  the  Duke  of  York,  and 
2nd  said,  "  I  am  Mrs.  Clarke."  I  telling  his  Royal  Highness  exactly 
tiien  begged  her  a  thousand  pardons  what  she  had  stated,  not  pretending 
for  the  portrait  I  had  draw-n,  but  dis-  to  vouch  for  its  veracity  in  any  shape 
claimed  being  the  painter.  "lam  whatever.  His  Royal  Highness's  im- 
sure  you  are  not,  for  it  was  Adam  and  mediate  and  prompt  answer  to  me 
Greenwood  t!iat  gave  you  my  charac-  was,  her  ccsnduct  is  so  abominable, 
ter."  Wc  then  proceeded,  till  she  that  I  will  hear  nothing,  at  all  about 
made  a  statement,  that  I  have  no  hesi-  her.  Any  thing  I  could  possibly  offer 
tation  in  declaring  to  this  Committee  after  what  I  have  now  said  would  be 
did,  in  its  statement,  appear  such  as  I  superfluous;  there  is  the  conclusion, 
could  with  honour  and  character  en-  that  is  the  epilogue  of  any  thing  I  have 
tertain  and  listen  to;  that,  under  every  to  state;  and  as  to  any  question 
compassionate  feeling  and  sentiment,  thought  proper  by  the  bono  irable  gen- 
I  felt  no  indisposition  to  listen  to  and  tleman,  or  any  circumstances  he  has 
entertain.  She  stated  to  me,  that  Mr.  cited  or  remarked  upon,  I  am  as  igno- 
Adam  had  called  upon  her,  and  iu  a  rant  as  a  man  unborn,— With  regaid 

t  ^» 
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to  the  gentleman  who  has  this  moment  said  I  was  obliged  to  him  for  his  atten- 

been  at  your  bar,  1  did  receive  a  letter  tion,  but  that  I  had  no  interference  in 

from  hiin  last  light,   which  I  have  in  the  question   before  the  House,  and 

my  pocket,  and  will  deliver,  if  it  is  the  that  I  never  would  directly  nor  indi- 

-pleasure  of  the  House,   to  v^hich    1  rectly  have  any  interference  with  it." 
certainly  wrote  him  a  civil  answer  ;  I 

[Colonel  Mac  Mahon  delivered  in  the  letter,  and  it  was  read. 


(< 


Sir, 

"  I  have  this  moment  left  Mrs.  Clarke,  and  I  think  there  are  parts  of 
the  conversation  I  have  had  with  her,  any  confidential  friend  of  tli« 
Duke  of  York's  would  be  solicitous  to  know. 

**  If  you  are  of  that  number,  you  perhaps  would  choose  to  see  me  ; 
or,  if  not,  refer  me  to  some  one  immediately  you  think  would. 

**  I  hope  you  will  not  attribute  the  hasty  manner  of  this  confused 
address  to  intentional  want  of  decorum,  fo-r,  on  the  contrary,  with  the 
sincerest  sentiments  of  gratitude,  and  very  great  respect, 

I  am.  Sir, 

Your  most  obliged, 

humble  and  obedient  servant, 

Wm.  \yiLLIAMS.'* 

^^  Richold's  Hotel,  near  4  o'clock, 
Wednesday." 

"  I  understood  you  was  going  to  ride;  I  have  therefore  directed  the 
porter,  if  possible,  to  find  you." 

*'  Col.  Mac  Mahon:' 

The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  desired  that  Colonel  Gor- 
don might  be  called  in.     He  accordingly  appeared  at  the  Bar. 

{By  Mr.  Perceval.)  ^'^] '  ^'^  J^"  .^^'^"^^  ^'^^^^i'  -^'i    ] 

'  «aid.  Sir,  that  is  my  name.     He  had 

Q.  Have  you  seen  a  man  of  the  said.  Sir,  I  have  been  desirous  of  mak- 

name  of  Williams  ?     A.  I  have.  ing  a  confidential  communication  to 

Q.  Did  he  say  any  thing  to  you  the  Duke  of  York  upon  the  business 

upon  the  subject  of  this  inquiry  ?  how  before  the  House,   and  to  that 

A.  1  will  state  to  the  House  exactly  purpose  I  addressed  a  letter  to  Colonel 
what  he  did  say  : — About  four  o'clock  Mac  Mahon  yesterday.  Colonel  MaQ 
this  evening  1  was  at  the  Chancellor  Mahon  wrote  me  an  answer  (1  think 
of  the  Exchequer's  on  business,  and  he  said  a  civil  answer)  declining  any 
on  withdrawing,  a  servant  of  Mr.  interference  whatev'er.  1  have  ad- 
Perceval's  told  me  that  a  gentleman  dressed  myself  this  morning  to  Mr. 
was  in  such  a  room,  and  desired  to  Adam,  and  hedeciined  it  also.  Now, 
see  me.  I  was  shewn  into  the  room.  Sir,  if  you  are  of  the  same  way  oX 
and  I  there  saw  a  person  whom  to  my  thinking  as  those  gentlemen,  it  is  need- 
recollection  I  never  saw  before.  He  less  for  me  to  enter  upon  the  business, 
addressed  me  as  follows:  "  Never  I  said,  1  am  entirely  of  that  way  of 
having  had  the  honour.  Sir,  of  being  thinking,  Sir.  He  said.  My  object  is 
introduced  to  Colonel  Gordon,  I  am  to  make  a  communication  to  the  Duke 
not  certain  that  I  am  now  speaking  to  ©f  York,  of  a  coaversation  I  had  with 

NO,  6,  s                                                 Mrs. 
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M«s.  Clarke  (I  think  he  said  the  c5ay 
before  yesterday  or  yesterday,  1  will 
Rot  be  quite  certain  about  that)  and 
I  think  it  very  desirable  that  the  exa- 
mination which  she  is  to  undergo  this 
evening  siiouid  be  suppressed.  I  told 
him  that  I  declined  making  any  com- 
munication whatever,  and  that  I  was 
not  in  the  habit  of  making  any  confi- 
dential communication  to  the  Duke  of 
York,  but  what  arose  out  of  my  official 
situation,  and  my  words  were  these  : 
1  recommend  you,  Sir,  to  go  to  Mr. 
Lowten,  he  v\  ill  advise  you,  and  ad- 
vise you  v\  el!.  I  then  withdrew,  for 
the  purpose  of  going  out  of  the  room, 
and  it  occurred  to  me  I  mighi  as  well 
ask  him  his  name,  and  I  addressed 
him  in  these  words:  Pray  Sir,  do  me 
the  favour  to  give  me  your  name. 
He  hesitated  at  that,  and  told  me  he 
had  told  it  to  Mr.  Adam.  1  repeated 
my  question,  I  beg  Sir,  to  ask  your 
name  ;  he  said,  Sir,  ray  name  then  is 
Williams.  I  think  I  am  correct  in 
what  1  say.  He  walked  out  of  the 
room,  and  1  thought  it  necessary  to 
call  Mr.  Perceval,  and  told  him  word 
for  word  what  I  have  now  had  the 
honour  of  repeating  to  the  House. 

[r//e  IVitness  ZLas  directed  to  'u^ith- 
drazv.'] 

The  Right  Hon.  Charles  Long,  made 
thejollon'ing  statement. 

I  have  been  very  anxious  to  say  a 
word  to  the  Committee,  in  conse- 
quence of  the  manner  in  which  my 
nam«  has  been  mentioned  by  Mrs, 
Clarke,  and  have  only  been  prevented 
doing  so,  in  consequence  o^'  the  in- 
terruption that  has  taken  place  in 
her  examination.  She  stated  that  his 
Royal  Highness  the  Duke  of  York 
had  mentioned  tq  her,  that  he  had 
mentioned  Mr.  Dowler's  name  to 
me  for  an  appointment  in  the  Com- 
missariat, and  that  in  consequence 
of  that  1  had  said  it  should  be  settled 
immediately.  Upon  that  I  have  to 
•tate,  thai  to  the  best  of  my  recol- 
lection iiis  Royal  Highness  never 
m^intioned  the  name  of  Mr.  Dowler 
t©  meup^nany  occasion w hate ver^  nor 


do  I  recollect  havhig  heard  his  rarne, 
until  I  saw  that  gentleman  at  the  Bar 
of  this  House.  The  other  point  up- 
on which  my  name  was  also  alluded 
to,  it  is  hardly  neces<:ary,  perhaps,  1 
should  explain  ;  (Hear  !  Hear  f)  but 
I  have  only  to  say  upwn  that,  that  Mrs. 
Clarke  has  stated,  that  his  Roy^l 
Highness  had  also  said  that  he  had 
shewn  a  list  of  seventeen  members  of 
this  House  who  would  vole  with  Mr. 
Pitt  in  case  this  appointment  took 
place,  (cries  of  No !  No  ')  and  that  I 
was  very  much  delighted  with  the  list : 
If  I  had  seen  any  such  list,!l  dare  say 
I  should  have  been  very  much  de- 
lighted with  it,  as  it  was  represented 
that  a  number  of  gentlemen  of  that 
side  of  the  House  were  likely  to  have 
voied  upon  that  question  with  those 
with  whom  I  generally  act ;  but  I 
have  only  to  say,  that  neither  upon 
that  occasion,  as  connected  with  the 
appointment  of  Mr.  Dowler,  nor  any 
other,  did  his  Royal  Highness  ever 
shew  me  any  such  list. 

{By  Mr.  Williams  Wynne.) 

Q.  In  the  year  1805,  were  any  ap- 
pointments made  to  the  Commissa* 
riat  through  you  by  his  Royal  High- 
ness's  recommendation } 

A.  I  remember  particularly  the  re- 
commendation of  the  Duke  of  York 
being  made  through  me  to  Mr.  Pitt, 
for  the  appointment  of  Mr.  Manby 
to  the  Commissariat  early  in  the  year 
1805  ;  his  Royal  Highness  the  Duk« 
of  York  mentioned  to  me,  that  great 
disputes  prevailed  amongst  several  of 
the  officers  of  the  lOih  regiment  of 
tiie  Light  Dragoons,  and  that  tht 
paymaster,  Mr.  Manby,  was  very 
much  involved  in  those  disputes,  he 
thought;  that  all  the  officers,  I  think 
he  said,  were  a  good  deal  to  blame, 
as  well  as  I  recollect,  and  that  he  was 
quite  sure  that  the  animosity  that  sub- 
sisted would  never  be  done  away 
while  Mr.  Manby  remained  paymas- 
ter of  that  regiment;  he  said,  that 
he  did  not  think  that  any  thing  that 
had^come  to  his  knowledge  im- 
peached the  integrity  of  Mr.  Manby, 
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but  that  he  wished  him  to  be  remov- 
ed to  some  other  situation  to  which 
his  talents  were  adapted.  About  the 
same  period,  an  honourable  member 
ot  this  rl ouse,  one  of  the  members 
for  the  county  of  Surrey,  who  repre- 
sented himselt,  I  think,  as  a  relation 
of  Mr.  Manbv's,  stated  also  liis 
anxious  wish  to  me,  that  some  ap- 
pointment might  be  found  for  Mr. 
Manby,  and  that  he  should  quit  the 
regiment.  I  mentioned,  as  I  was 
desired,  to  Mr.  Pitt,  both  what  had 
been  stated  by  his  Royal  Highness 
the  Duke  of  York,  and  whal  had 
been  stated  also  by  the  honourable 
member  to  whom  I  have  alluded,  ]\lr. 
Summer,  and  m  consequence  of  that, 
he  was  appointed  an  Assistant  Com- 


missary. 


Q.  Did  you,  about  that  time,  re- 
reive  any  other  recommendation  of 
the  Duke  of  York's  tor  the  Commis- 
sariat Department  ? 

A.  None  whatever,  ihat  I  recollect. 

(Mrs. Mary  Ann  Clarke  v:as  calltd 
in  again,  and  examined  as  Julloivs ;) 

Q.  What  f\T<  gave  you  the  ide.i 
that  it  was  po-^sible  to  procure  money 
by  disposal  of  commissions  in  the 
army  .^ 

A.  By  persrns  applying-  to  me ; 
and  I  found  that  his  Royal  f]i<!;hness 
was  very  ready  to  oblige  me  when  I 
asked  him. 

(Bi/  Mr.  Lambert.^ 

Q.  Doyou  recollect  having  desired 
Mr.  Corri  to  burn  any  letters  or  pa- 
pers that  were  in  his  possession  ? 

A.  YtiS,  I  do. 

Q.  Was  that  desire  expressed  by 
kller  or  by  word  of  mouth  ? 

A.  By  word  of  mouth. 

Q.  When  was  that  desire  ex- 
pressed ? 

A.  1  cannot  speak  a^  to  the  time, 
but  I  believe  some  piec6  of  work 
had  happened  publickly ;  1  forget 
upon  whal  occa>ii>n,  whether  it  was 
about  Lord. jNIelville's  trial,  or  what, 
something  or  another  that  way. 

Q.  Do  you  recollect  having  made 
wse  of  ^iicse  expresiicns,   that   thwe 


would  be  a  terrible  noise  about  it,  and 
the  Duke  would  be  very  angry  ? 

A.  It  is  very  likely  I  did ;  I  dare 
say  I  did. 

Q.  WM)3t  did  you  mean  by  those 
expressions,  in  case  you  did  use  them? 

A.  That  he  would  be  very  angry 
with  me  for  being  incautious.  • 

(Bi/  Mr.  LytTleton.) 

Q.  You  have  stated  that  you  only 
received  a  thousand  a  year  from  the 
Dake  of  York;  had  you  credit  with 
the  Duke's  tradesmen  ?     A.  No. 

Q.  You  have  stated,  tiiat  you  re- 
ceived money  for  procuring  a  com- 
mission for  Mr.  Dowler  and  a  letter 
of  service  for  Colonel  French ;  was 
money  paid  to  you  before  you  made 
applications  to  the  Duke  upon  either 
of  those  accounts  ?  -   A.  No, 

Q.  Had  you  a  promise  of  money  ? 

A.  Yes. 

Q.  When  you  made  the  appHcatioB 
to  the  t)iike,  did  you  state  to  him 
that  you  had  a  promise  of  pecuniary 
reward  ? 

A.  I  stated  the  whole  case  of  VxT. 
Dowler. 

(Bi/  Mr.  Sheridax.J 

Q.  Do  you  recollect  to  have  had 
any  negociatioos  respectingojther  pro- 
motions, entirely  disconnected  uitii 
the  military  department  r 

A.  If  you  will  point  out  what  those 
things  were,  I  will  answer  to  it. 

Q,  Had  you  any  negociation  or 
money  transactions  respecting  pro- 
motions in  the  church  ? 

A.  I  never  received  any ;  but  a 
Dr.  O'Meara  applied  to  me ;  lie 
wanted  to  be  a  bishop ;  he  is  very 
well  known  in  Ireland. 

Q.  Are  you  confident  you  never 
had  any  application  or  negociation 
for  any  other  preferment  in  the  church 
but  this  of  Dr.  O'Meara  ? 

A.  Yes,  lately. 

Q.  State  vkluL  those  applications 
were. 

A.  I  hardly  g^vc  myself  time  to 
read  them,  a-*  I  hnve  no  interest  now, 

Q.  For  what  rank  of  promoiioii 
were    those  applicatJon>  made  ? 

s  'i  A.  Something 
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A.  Sometning  about  a  deanery  or 
a  bishoprick. 

Q.  Through  what  channel  were 
the  persons  applying  led  to  believe 
you  were  to  promote  their  wishes? 

A.  I  do  not  know ;  I  believe  still 
♦he  Duke  of  York,  they  thought. 

Q.  Tho:^e  applications  were  since 
the  connection  between  yourself  and 
the  Duke  of  York  had  ceased  ? 

A.  Yes. 

Q.  Did  you  state  (he  name  of  any 
other  great  or  illustrious  person  to 
those  persons  so  applying,  or  any 
agent  applying  on  their  behalf? 

A.  No,  certainly  not. 

{By  Mr.  Perceval.) 

Q.  Do  you  recollect  the  name  of 
any  person  who  applied  for  those 
ciiurch  preferments  ? 

A.  Is  it  wished  the  gentleman  who 
vv/Ole  to  me,  or  the  gentleman  who 
wam'ed  the  step  in  the  church  ? 

Q.  Bo;h. 

A.  Thti'se  are  some  of  the  letters 
that  Colonel'  Wardle  run  ofT  with, 
t^at  relate  totoem. 

Q.  State  the  names  of  any  per- 
sons who  applied  for  those  church 
preferments. 

A.  The  gentleman  is  determined 
to  deny  it ;  I  have  just  been  speaking 
to  him  now  upon  that  subject. 

Q.  What  is  his  name  ? 

A.  Donovan. 

Q.  On  whose  behalf  did  Mr.  Do- 
novan apply  to  you  ? 

A.  1  do  not  know;  he  talks  a 
great  deal  about  Dr.  Glasse,  and  a 
great  many  other  doctors  ;  but  it 
was  not  for' Dr.  Glasse  that  the  ap- 
poinlmt^nt  was  wished. 

Q.  For  whom  was  it  that  the  ap- 
pointment was  wished  ? 

A.  1  cannot  recollect  the  name  ; 
but  it  is  in  those  letters  that  Colonel 
Wardle  has,    1  think. 

Q.  How  do  you  know  that  Mr. 
Donovan  means  to  deny  this  fact  ; 
of  having  made  this  application  to 
you  for  church  preferment? 

A.  I  do  not  know  that  he  means 
to  deny  about  the  church  preferment, 
but  he  means  to  deny  it  altogether ; 
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and  I  never  did  prefer  any  one  to  the 
church. 

{By  the  Hon.  Montague  Matthew.) 

Q.  Did  you  ever  receive  a  letter 
from  Mr.  Donovan,  telling  you  to  be 
very  quick  in  your  application  to  the 
Duke  of  York,  or  perhaps  some 
other  illustrious  person  would  inter- 
fere with  him,  and  get  the  prefer- 
ment ;  and  who  was  that  illustrious 
person  ? 

A.  1  believe  the  person  who  takes 
almost  all  the  patronage  of  the  church 
in  England,  he  alluded  to,  or  who  is 
entitled  to  it,  as  being  the  first  female 
personage  in  England  ;  but  Colonel 
Wardle  told  me  he  would  never 
bring  that  name  torward,or  that  letter, 

Q.  Did  you  ever  receive  a  letter 
from  Mr.  Donovan,  telling  you  to 
be  very  quick  in  your  application  to 
the  Duke  of  York,  or  perhaps  some 
other  illustrious  person  would  inter- 
fere with  him, and  get  the  preferment? 

A.  Yes,   I  received  such  a  letter. 

{By  Mr.  Ward.) 

Q.  Did  you  ever  communicate 
Dr.  O'Meara's  offer  for  a  bishoprick 
lo  the  Commander  in  Chief? 

A.  Yes,  I  did,  and  all  his  docu- 
ments. 

Q,  What  was  the  Commander  in 
Chiefs  answer  ? 

A.  That  he  had  preached  befora 
his  Majesty,  and  his  Majesty  did  not 
like  the  O  in  his  name.  1  never  men- 
tioned that  till  this  moment,  except 
to  the  Doctor  himself. 

Q.  Did  Dr.  O'Meara  specify  any 
particular  sum;  and  what  was  that 
sum  ? 

A.  I  think  that  gentleman  must  be 
a  friend  of  his,  and  he  m-ust  know 
better  than  I  do,  and  he  may  recol- 
lect perhaps. 

Q.  Did  Dr.  O'Meara  specify  any 
particular  sum  ? 

A.  I  forget;  and  I  have  burned 
almost  all  my  papers  :  I  might  recoi- 
lectj^but  not  at  this  moment. 

{By  Mr.  Yorke.) 
Q.  Do  you  recollect  at  what  time 
Dr.  O'Meara  made  this  application  ? 


141 


A.  In  1SG5,  the  very  night   lliat  A.  I   cannot  recolJect  one  except 

the  Duke  was  going  lo  Weymouth  ;  those. 

he  called  upon  me   the  moment  the  Q.  What  was  the  amount  of  your 

Duke  had   left   the  house,  between  debts  at  the  separation  from  his  Roy- 

Iweive  and  one  o'clock  ;  I   think  he  al  Highness  ?  ^ 

watched  his   Royal  Highness  out,  as  A.  Somelliing  under  2000?.  I  sent 
he  had  seen  that  his  horses  were  wail-  in  to  him  the  next   day  by  Mr.  Com- 
ing in  Poitman-square,  and  then  he  rie ;  but    I   (bund   them   to  be  more 
came  in  just  as  I  was  upon  the  stairs,  upon  examination, 
and  said  it  was  a  very  good  opportu-  Q.  Did  you  understand,  when  you 

asked  whether    the  Duke    of 
k  had  paid  any  other  sums  besides 

down  stairs'  again,  and  write  him  a  the    1000/.  a  year,  that    the  question 


nity,  for  he  was  going  to  "Weymouth     were 
immediately,  and  ssked  me  to  come     York 


letter  of  introduction  lo  his  Royal 
Highness,  and  1  did  so. 

Q.  You  have  said  you  had  no  cre- 
dit with  the  Duke's  tradesmen ;  do 
vou  mean  to  say  that  the  Duke  did 
liot  pay  any  of  your  tradesmen's  bills? 

A.  I  do  not  recollect  that  ever  he 
did,   except  one  to  a  milliner. 

{By  Sir  George  Warrender.) 

Q.  You  have  stated,  that  the  Duke 
of  York  had  paid  several  sums  of 
money  in  addition  to  the  thousand  a 
year,  upon  various  occasions ;  do  you 
still  adhere  to  that  statement? 

A.  He  paid  1300/.  to  the  silver- 
smith, to  balance  from  what  1  had 
paid;  I  do  not  recollect  any  thing  at 
present  but  that. 

Q  Did  not  the  Duke  of  York  pay 
several  other  considerable  sums,  be- 
sides the  1000/.  a  year,  during  your 
residence  in  Gloucester-place  ? 

A.  He  paid  lor  one  landau,  and 
that  is  all  I  can  recollect  at  all. 

Q.  Are  you  positive  that  you  can 
recollect  no  other  sums  being  paid 
for  you  by  his  Royal  Highness  ? 

The  witness  was  directed  to  withdraw.     . 

Mr.  Whitbread  observed,  that  the  Witness  bad  complained  of 
ill-treatment,  it  was  necessary  to  protect  those  who  were  summoned 
to  attend  the  House,  and  therefore  he  should  move,  *'  That  the  iierjeant 
at  Arms  be  ordered  to  afford  her  protection." 

Mr.  Sheridan  said,  he  wished  to  see  protection  extended  to  all 
■witnesses  appearing  there,  especially  when  that  witness  was*  a  lady ; 
•^'but  his  hon.  fiiend  appeared  to  him  to  assume  a  fact  which  he  should 
'have  proved;  he  could  say,  that  on  being  called  out  of  the  House  on 
•some  business,  he  had  an  opportur.ity  of  enquiring  into  the  justice  of 
,  her  complaint;  he  had  spoken  to  the  Bailiffs,  and  those  who  were  in 
'  'attendance,  and  they  assured  him  that  she  had  not  suffered  the  slightest 
..^p^ultj  before,  therefore,  an  order  of  this  kind  was  inserted  in  the  mi- 
.',.  '  .    ■    .  .  _  nute« 


applied  to  sums  paid  to  tradesmen; 
if  so,  state  now  whether  you  received 
yourself  any  sums  from  the  Duke  of 
York  besides  the  1000/.  a  year. 

A.  I  do  not  recollect  any. 

Q.  For  what  period  did  you  reside  In 
Gloucester- place? 

A.  I  should  think  about  two  years 
and  a  half,  or  three  years. 

(By  ]Mr,  Graham,^ 

Q.  During  the  two  years  and  a 
half  or  three  years  you  lived  in  Glou- 
cester Place  and  Weybridge,  was  the 
Duke  of  York  well  nrquainted  with 
the   extent  of  your  establishment? 

A.  Certainly;  never  a  day  passed 
w  ithout  his  being  there,  except  the 
time  that  he  went  to  the  King. 

Q.  On  whom  was  the  Court  Mar- 
tial, on  which  you  staled  on  a  for- 
mer evening  that  you  had  been  a  wit- 
ness ? 

A.  On  Captain  Thomson. 

Q.  V/hal  was  the  nature  of  the 
evidence  you  gave  ?  {Loud  cries  c^ 
No  !  No  !) 
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nutes,  he  thought  his  hon.  friead  was  callecl  upon  to  prove  the  fact  he 

had  assumed. 

Mr.  VVhitbi^ead  said,  that  he  considered  even  the  complaint  of 
the  witness  a  sufficient  ground  forgiving  the  order;  if,  however,  his 
hon.  friend  would  undcrcake  to  say  she  had  suffered  no  insult,  he  was 
Vvilling  to  withdraw  his  motion. 

Mr.  Sheridan  would  not  himself  undertake  to  say  that  she  had  suf- 
fered no  insult,  but  the  House  would  be  able  to  have  it  stated  at  the 
Bar,  by  the  same  authority  upon  which  bespoke. 

Mr.  Mellish  stated,  ihal  he  understood  she  had  sent  for  the  Ser- 
jeant at  Arms,  who  went  to  her  carriage,  and  ^aw  her  up,  without 
suffering  the  least  offence. 

-  Mr.  Adam  could  not  agree  with  his  hon.  friend  that  the  bare  state- 
ment of  the  witness  was  enough  to  justify  and  to  call  tor  the  order 
>o  the  Serjeant  at  Arms;  but  as  it  might  be  material  to  ascertain  the 
truth  of  her  statement,  he  wished  the  Serjeant  ro  be  examined. 

zen  people,  I  do  not  think  more,  her 

i}0Hi>!  CLtM£isT3G^'Esa.  the.  Depittu     ^^^^i^^Q   door  wa^  opened,   and  she 

Serjeant  at  Anns,  ^as  accoraingli/     ^^.^^  ^^^^^^^^  ^^^^  ^^^  ^^^^  ,^  ^^^^^  p^^^ 

^^'■^^'"•^  e.i.     Hook   a  constable    with   me, 

Q.  Stale  to  the  Committee  what     and  brousht   her   up  to  the  House. 


There  was  not  a  word  said  to  her  all 
the  way  I  came  with  her  here. 

Q.  Was  not  there  a  considerable 
croud  in  the  pa'^.sages  leading  to  the 
Hou>e? 

A.  Yes,  there  were  several  peopl?r, 
a  great  many  servants,  they  were 
standing  on  one  side  ;  there  was  quite 
roOiU  enough  lor  us  (o  pass. 

Q.  Did  any  of  tliose  persons  insult 


iynu  know  relative  to  the  coming  of 
Mrj!.  Clarke  to  the  House,  and  her 
^passage  from  her  carriage  up  to  the 
door. 

A.  I  directed  the  messengers, 
when  Mrs.  Clarke  was  ordered  to  be 
called  in,  Jo  go  to  her ;  it  was  some- 
iinie  before  they  could  find  hf  r ;  I  di- 
rected thera  to  go  to  the  different  cot- 
fee  hou>es,  and  at  last  learnt  that  she 
was  waiting  in  her  carriagje  close  to  her  ? 
the  Ho'--e  of  Commons.  She  sent  me  A.  Not  a  word  passed,  to  my 
a   message   by  a  messenger,   staling     knowledge. 

that  she  had  been  insulted,  and  she  Q.  Who  was  the  messenger  whom 

would    not  get  out    of  her  carriage     you  sent  for  he^  ? 
til!  I  came   for  iier.     Immediately  I  A.   His  name  was  Skelton. 

went  down.     When  I  got    there,  L         Q..  He  was  sent   by  you  for  Mrs, 
saw  seven  or  eight  people,  or  a  do-     Clarke.     A.  Yes. 

1  he  witncHiS  was  directed  to  withdraw. 

Mr.  Brand  requested  thar  the  statement  of  Mrs.  Clarke  on  her 
first  coming  to  the  Bar  might  be  read,  as  he  suspected  there  was  a  con- 
iradiciion  between  it,  and  the  Serjeant's  account. 

Mr.  Whitbread  and  other  members  said,  that  there  was  no  con- 
rradiction. 


(Mrss  Mary  Ann  Taylor  z':as  then 
called  to  the  Bar,  and  exandnsd  by 
Mr.  Wardle.) 

Q.   Were  you  In  the  habit  of  visit- 
ing in  Gloucester-place,  when  M-^s. 
Clarke  was  under  the  protection  of 
the  Duke  of  Y'ork  } 


A.  Very  frequently. 

Q.  Did  you  ever  hear  the  Duke 
of  York  speak  to  Mr<.  Clarke  res- 
pecting Colonel  French  and  his  levy? 

A.  Once  only. 

Q.  Relate  what  passed  at  that 
time? 

A,  The  Diikc*!  words  were,   a«i 

nearly 
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ler.riv  as  I  can  recoliect,  I  am  conti- 
nually \vorriv?d  by  Colonel  French  — 
he  worries  me  continually  about  tlie 
Jevy  business,  and  is  always  wanting 
something  more  in  his  own  favour. 
Turning  to  Mrs.  Clarke,  I  think  he 
said,  *'  How  does  he  behave  to  you, 
darling  ?"  or  some  such  kind  words 
as  he  used  to  use  ;  that  was  all  that 
vras  said. 

Q.  Do  you  recollect  any  thing  fur- 
ther passing  than  what  you  have 
stated  ? 

A.  Mrs.  Clarke  replied,  **  Mid- 
dling, not  very  well."  That  was  all 
that  she  said. 

Q.  Was  that  the  whole  of  the  con- 
versation ?     A.  No. 

Q.  Relate  the  rest  ? 

A,  The  Duke  said,  *'  Master  French 
must  mind  what  he  is  about,  or  I  shall 
cut  up  him  and  his  levy  too."  That 
was  the  expression  he  used. 

(By  the  Attorney-General.) 

Q.  Flow  long  have  you  known  Mrs. 
Clarke  ?     A.  Ten  years. 

Q.  Have  you  known  her  no  longer 
than  ten  years  ? 

A.  I  do  not  exactly  recollect,  it 
may  be  something  more. 

Q.  Where  did  you  first  become  ac- 
fjuainted  with  her  ? 

A.  At  a  house  at  Bayswater,  near 
the  Gravel  Pits. 

Q.   Where  do  you  live  yourself. 

A.  At  Chelsea. 

Q.  With  whom  did  vou  live  at 
Bayswater?     A.  With  my  parents. 

Q.  What  are  your  parents  ? 

A.  My  father  was  a  gentleman, 

Q.  Do  you  live  with  your  father 
BOW?     A.  No. 

Q    Is  your  father  living?     A.  Yes. 

Q     Is  your  mother  living  ? 

A.  Yes. 

Q.   Do  you  live  with  vour  mother  ^ 

A.  No.' 

Q.  Are  you  married  ?     A.  No. 

Q.  With  whom  do  you  livt  ? 

A.  My  sister. 

Q.  What  is  your  sister's  name  ? 

A.  Sarah. 

Q.  Is  she  a  married  woman  cr  a 
fil\.gle  woman  ?     A,  Single. 

U,.  Where  do  yotf  live  ^ 


A.  Chelsea, 

Q.  In  lodgings  or  as  housekeepers? 
A.  Housekeepers. 
Q.  Are  you  of  any  profession  ? 
A.  If  a  boarding-school  be  a  pro- 
fession. 

Q.  In  what  part  of  Bayswater  did 
Mrs.  Clarke  live  when  you  knew  her 
there  ? 

A.  It  is  called  Craven-place,  withia  - 
two  doors  of  our  house. 
Q.  Who  lived  with  her? 
A.   Her  husband,  when  I  drst  knew 
her. 

Q.  Have  you  known  any  one  living 
with  her  since  ? 

A.  His  Royal  Highness  the  Duke 
of  York. 

Q.  Have  you  known  no  man  Jivi^ 
with  her  but  his  Royal  Highness, 
since  her  husband  lived  with  her? 
A.  Not  to  my  knowledge. 
Q.  Have  you  seen  much  of  her; 
have  you  been  intimately  acquainted 
with  her  ?     A.  Yes. 

Q.  You  are  not  related  to  her,  are 
you  ? 

A.  My  brother  is  married  to  her 
sister. 

Q.  Did  you  know  her  when  she 
lived  at  Tavistock-place  r     A.  Yes. 

Q.  Did  her  husband  live  with  her 
there? 

A.  I  never  saw  him  liiere,  I  un- 
derstood she  lived  with  her  mother 
there  ? 

Q.  What. time  pass^'d  between  her 
leaving   her   husband   Jind  her  living 
wrlh  the  Duke  of  York  ? 
A.  1  cannot  recollect. 
Q.  About  how  many  years  ? 
A,  I  do  not  know  thai. 
Q.   How  long  ago   did   ycu  know 
her  at  Baysw  ater  ? 

A.  Somewhat  about  lea  years:  I 
cannot  say  exactly. 

Q.  Had  not  her  hu>band  left  her 
before  she  left  Bayswater  ? 
A.  I  do  not  know. 
Q.  Do  you  mean  to  s^L-fy  }'ou  do 
not  know  whether  Mrs.  Chirke's  hus- 
band had  left  her  before  she  left 
Bayswater  ?     A.  Yes. 

Q.  What  was  her  husband  ? 
A.   I  always   understood  he  .was  a 
man  of  some  fortune. 

Q.  Do 
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Q.  Do  you  not  know  that  lie  had 
©nly  an  annuity  of  50/.  a  year,  which 
"was  paid  him  weekly? 

A.  I  never  heard  such  a  thing. 

Q.  Did  you  ever  see  him  with 
Mrs.  Clarke,  during  the  latter  part  of 
her  stay  at  Bayswater  ■ 

A.  No. 

Q.  During  the  latter  part  of  the 
time  Mrs.  Clarke  staid  at  Bayswater, 
you  never  saw  her  husband,  Mr. 
Clarke,  there  ? 

A.  I  do  not  recollect  that  I  did. 

Q.  Where  did  Mrs.  Clarke  go 
from  Bayswater  ? 

A.  I  do  not  recollect. 

Q.  Do  you  remember  her  in  .Park- 
lane  ? 

A.  She  called  upon  me  one  day, 
and  said  she  was  in  Park-lane. 

Q.  Were  you  in  her  house,  at  Ta- 
'^istock-place,  often  ? 

A.  Yes. 


Q.  Did  you  live  with  her  there*.? 

A.  I  never  lived  with  her  at  all. 

Q,  You  never  slept  in  the  house? 

A.  Yes,  frequently. 

Q.  Do  you  know  that  any  one  lived 
with  her  but  her  husband  at  that 
time  ? 

A.  No. 

Q.  You  took  her  to  be  a  modest, 
decent  woman,  whilst  she  lived  in 
Tavistock-place  } 

A.  She  lived  with  her  motJier,  as  I 
thought,  and  I  knew  nothing  to  the 
contrary. 

Q.  What  is  your  father's  name  ' 

A.  The  same  name  as  mine. 

Q.  Taylor? 

A.  Yes. 

Q.  What  is  his  Christian  name  ? 

A.  Thomas. 

Q.  Where  does  he  live  now? 

A.  I  had  rather  be  excused  an- 
swering. 


The  witness  was  directed  to  withdraw. 

Lord  Folkstone  objected  to  the  question,  as  irrelevant,  like 
unany  others  that  had  been  put,  and  serving  no  other  purpose  than 
that  of  hurting  the  witness's  feelings. 

The  Attorney-General  said,  that  if  he  could  place  the  same 
confidence  upon  her  testimony  that  he  would  upon  that  of  the  noble 
Lord,  the  question  would  have  been  irrelevant.  This,  however,  he 
did  not.  Much  of  the  case  before  them  was  to  depend  upon  the  vera- 
city of  the  witnesses,  and  in  estimating  that  veracity,  much  was  to  be 
inferred  from  their  situation  in  VitQ— -{Loud  cries  of  No!  no!  no!) 
*'  Perhaps,"  said  he,  *'  I  have  not  put  it  riglit :  I  do  not  mean  to  as- 
sert, that  when  persons  in  such  a  situation  conduct  themselves  ho- 
nestly, they  are  not  to  be  believed  ;  I  mean  to  say,  that  when  their 
conduct  is  improper,  it  affects  their  evidence.  It  is  an  unpleasant  bu- 
siness for  any  man  to  be  obliged  to  extricate  evidence,  as  I  have, 
with  my  humble  endeavours,  attempted  to  extricate  ;  and  I  am  per- 
fectly aware  how  easy  it  is  to  raise  a  laugh  against  the  persoa 
examining. 

Miss  Taylor  was  called  in  agaai,  and  asked  by  the  Attorney- 
General, 

Q.  Where  does  your  father  live  ?  should  rest  upon  the  veracity  of  that 

Q.  I  do  not  know.  answer,  that  you  do  not  know  wliere 

your  father  lives? 
(^By  Mr.  Perceval.)  ^    j    ^j^  ^^^  ^^^^^^^   understand 

Q.  Do  you  mean  that  your  credjt     the  question. 

The  witness  was  directed  to  withdraw. 

Ma,  Bu AND  put  it  to  the  right  hoa.  gentleman,  whether  he  would 

persist 
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persist  in  that  question,  and  vvh.ther  the  feelings  of  dutv  under  which 
the  witness  probably  answered,  ought  not  to  be  consuUcd  ? 

Mr.  Perceval  declared,  he  did  not  believe  in  the  reason  just  as- 
signed, but  that  she  declined  answering  because  it  was  Jeadin^r  to  a 
train  which  might  discover  her  falsehomj;  and  he  put  it  to  the  House 
whether,  under  the  circumstances  in  which  she  says  she  does  npt 
know  where  her  father  lives,  she  is  to  be  believed  ? 

Mr.  WilberforCf.  objected  to  the  mocie  of  putting  the  question 
as  conveying  the  fact  of  a  falsehood.     He  conceived  that  was  rather  a 
matter  of  inference  to  be  drawn  by  the  House. 

Mr.  Kenrick  stated  to  the  House,  he  had  been  informed  the  per-! 
son  alluded  to  had  been  arrested  a  few  hours  since,  and  that  mi^ht  be 
a  reason  for  her  saying  she  did  not  know  where  he  lived.  ^ 

Mr.  Yorke  conceived,  that  if  she  were  to  be  screened  from  such 
questions,  they  might  have  common  street-walkers  brought  with  im- 
punity to  give  testimony  against  the  noble  pjrs^nage.  the  form  of 
the  question  appeared  to  him  intended  to  warn  her  of  the  conse- 
quences  of  her  answer. 

The  witness  was  again  called  in. 


,     {By  the  Attorney  General.) 

Q.  Do  you  mean  seriously  upon  re- 
/lection  to  abide  by  your  answer, 
that  you  do  not  know  where  vour  fa- 
ther lives  ?     A.  Yes. 

Q.  How  long  is  it  since  you  have 
seen  him  ?     A.  About  a  fortnight. 

Q.  Do  3-ou  know  where  he  was 
living  when  you  saw  him  last? 

A.  At  Chelsea. 

Q.  In  what  street  at  Chelsea  ? 

A.  I  beg  leave  to  decline  auswer- 
ing  that  question. 

Q.  What  reason  have  you  for  de- 
clining answering  that  question  ? 

A.  I  do  not  like  to  tell  to  so  large 
m  assembly  where  I  live. 

Q.  Were  you  living  with  your  fa- 
her?     A.   Some  time  ago. 

Q.  A  fortnight  ago  were  you  living 
vith  your  father  ? 

A.  He  did   not   live  with  me,  he 
adjust  come  from  the  country. 
j  Q.   Was  he  living  at  Chelsea  ? 
I  A.  He  staid  two  or  three  days  with 

Q.  Where  had  he  been  living  in 
le  country  before  he  came  to  you  ? 

A.  He  had  been  going  about  dif- 
rent  parts  ;  I  do  not  know  where. 

Q.  is  he  of  any  business.  A.  No. 
!  Q.  What  objection  have  vou,  who 

NO.  6. 


keep   a  boarding-school,  to  tell  this 
House  where  you  live,  particularly  r 

A.  I  have  answered  that  just  now. 

Q.   Will  you  repeat  it  ? 

A.  I  did  not  wish  to  inform  so  large 
an  assembly  of  my  residence. 

Q.  What  reason  have  you  for 
wishing  to  conceal  where  you  live 
from  so  large  an  assembly? 

A.  They  will  find  .1  am  poor,  aod 
doubt  my  veracity. 

Q.  You  may  be  assured  your  vera- 
city will  not  he  doubted  on  account  of 
your  poverty  ;  state  to  the  House 
where  you  live,  and  what  street  iu 
Chelsea  you  live  in  ? 

A.   China  Kow. 

Q.  What  number?     A.  No.  8. 

Q.  Do  you  keep  a  boarding-school 
at  that  place  ? 
A.  land  my  sister  do. 

{By  another  Member,) 

Q.  W^is  any  body  present  besides 
yourself  at  the  conversation  which 
you  allege  to  have  passed  between  the 
Duke  of  York  and  Mrs.  Clarke, 
respecting  Colonel  French  ?     A.  No. 

{By  the  Attorney-General.) 

Q.  Did  you  often  see  the  Duke  of 
York  in  company  witii  Mr^.  Clarke* 


A.  Yes. 


Q.  How 
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Q.  How  often  may  you  have  seen 

him  ? 

A.  1  do  not  recollect ;  seldom  three 
•weeks  passed  that  I  did  not. 

Q.  How  long  have  you  kept  a 
boarding-school  ?     A.  Two  years. 

Q.  At  the  same  place?     A.  No. 

Q.  Where  before  ? 

A.  At  Kentisli  Town. 

Q.  What  part  of  Kentish  Town  ; 
vhat  street  ?     A.  It  had  no  name. 

Q.  Can  you  tell  what  number  ? 

A.  No,  it  was  neither  a  number, 
nor  had  the  place  a  name  ;  there 
were  but  two  houses. 

.  Q.  Did   you   keep  that  boarding- 
school  under  the  name  of  Taylor  ? 

A.  Yes. 

Q.  Where  did  your  father  live  at 
that  time  ? 

A.  I  beg  to  be  excused  answering 
any  questions  concerning  my  father. 

Q.  Where  did  your  father  live  at 
that  time  ? 

A.  He  lived  with  me  during  part  of 
the  tin"!e  there  ? 

Q,  How  long  have  you  lived  at 
Chelsea  ? 

A    Last  Michaelmas  twelvemonth. 

« 

Q.  How  long  had  you  lived  at 
Kentish  Town? 

A.  Not  above  thr«e  quarters  of  a 
Tear. 

Q.  While  you  were  at  Kentish 
Toy:n,  where  did  your  father  live, 
when  he  was  not  with  you  ? 

A.  I  had  rather  not  answer  that 
question. 

Q.  WHjile  you  were  at  Kentish 
Town,  where  did  your  father  live, 
when  he  was  not  with  you  ? 

A,  I  must  appeal  to  the  indulgence 
of  the  Chairman. 

[The  Chairman  informed  the  wit- 
ness that  there  appeared  no  reasonable 
©bjection  to  her  answering  the  ques- 
tion, and  that  therefore  it  was  the 
pleasure  of  the  Committee  that  she 
should  answer  it,] 

A.  I  cannot  recollect  just  now. 

{By  Mr.  Perceval.) 
Q.   Why  did  you  wish  to  be  ex- 
f:used  answering  that  question,  when 
Tou  only  did  not  recollect  where  it 
was  that  your  father  lived  ? 
A.  For  that  reason. 


Bj/'  the  Attorney-General. 
Q.  How  long   ago  is  it  that   you 
heard  the  conversation  you  have  been 
speaking  of,  between  his  Royal  High- 
ness and  Mrs.  Clarke  ? 
A.  I  cannot  say  exactly. 
Q.  As  nearly  as  you  can  ? 
A.  During  Mrs.  Clarke's  residence 
in  Gloucester-place. 

Q.  Where  did  you  live  then  ? 
A.  We  moved,  about  that  time,  but 
I  do  not  recollect  whether  that  circum- 
stance happened  afterwards  or  before, 
Q.  From  what  place  to  what  place 
did  you  move? 

A.  p>om  Bays  water  to  Islington. 
Q.  Did   your  father  live  with  you 
at  Bayswater,   at  the   time   you   re- 
moved to  Islington  ?     A.  Yes. 

Q.  Did  he  live  with  you  at  Isling- 
ton ?     A.  Yes. 

Q.  Where  did  you  live  at  Llington? 
A.  Dalby  Terrace. 
Q.  Do  you  recollect  what  number? 
A.  No.' 5. 

Q.  What  business  did  your  father 
carry  on  then?  A.  None. 

Q.  Has  your  father  never  carried  ott 
any  business?     A.  No. 

Q.  What  business  was  Mr.  Clarke? 
A.  I  never  heard  that  he  was  of 
any  business. 

Q.  How  long   did  you  live  at  Is- 
lington ?  A.  A  little  more  than  a  year. 
Q.   Was  that  before  you  went  t» 
Kentish  Tov\'n? 

A.   Immediately  preceding  it. 
Q.   You    lived    at   Kentish  Town 
about  three  quarters  of  a  year. 
A.  Exactly. 

Q.  Do  you  know  Mr.  Wardle? 
A.  Yes. 

Q,  How  long  have  you  known  him? 
A.  Not  more   than  two   or  three 
months. 

Q.  Have  you  known   him  two  or 
three  months?     A.  Yes. 

Q.  At  whose  request  do  you  attend, 
here  to-night  ? 

A.  At  the  request  of  Mrs.  Clarke. 

(By  another  Membep..^ 
Q.  Did  you  ever  see  Mr.   Dowlei 

at  Mrs.  Clarke's  house  at  Gloucester 

place  ?     Yes. 

Q.  Did  you  ever  see  Mr,  Dowle 
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in  the  same  room  \\lth  His  Hoyal 
Highness  the  Duke  of  York  and  Mrs. 
Clarke?     A.  Never. 

Q,  Were  you  ever  told  by  Mrs. 
Clarke,  that  she  had  represented  Mr. 
Dowler  to  the  Duke  of  York  as  Mrs. 
Clarke's  brother?     A.  Never. 

Q.  Do  you  believe  that  your  fa- 
ther's affairs  are  in  a  state  of  embar- 
rassment ?     A.  Yes. 

Q.  Do  you  know  Mr.  Williams,  a 
Clergyman,  of  Kentish  Town  ? 

A.  I  never  heard  his  name. 

Q.  Have  you  always  kept  a  board- 
ing-school at  your  different  residences? 

A.  At  Kentish  Town,  and  at  Chelsea. 

Q.  How  many  scholars  have  you 
now?     A.  About  twelve. 

Q.  How  long  did  you  reside  at 
Kentish  Town  ? 

A.  Three-quarters  of  a  year. 

Q.  Did  you  remove  immediately 
from  Islington  to  Kentish  Town  ? 

A.  Yes. 

Q.  How  long  did  you  reside  at  Is- 
lington ?  A.  More  than  a  twelvemonth. 

Q.  How  much  more  than  a  twelve- 
month ?     A.  Seven  or  eight  months. 

Q.  The  conversation  that  you  have 
stated  you  heard  to  take  place  between 
the  Duke  of  York  and  Mrs.  Clarke, 
you  stated  to  have  passed  about  the 
time  you  removed  from  Bayswater  to 
Islington  ;  is  that  correct  ? 

A.  Yes,  it  must  have  be»n  about 
tbat  time. 

Q.  Was  it  about  that  time  ? 

A.  I  cannot  say  exactly. 

Q.  Upon  recollection,  can  you  recal 
to  your  mind  any  circumstances  that 
will  induce  you  to  believe  that  it  was 
about  that  time?     A.  No. 

Q.  Then,  do  you  state  that  without 
any  precise  recollection  on  the  subject? 

A..  Only  by  guess. 

(Bj/  Mr.  Wardle.) 

Q.  Do  you  recollect  ever  seeing 
Colonel  French  in  Gloucester  place? 

A.  I  have  heard  him  announced  ; 
but  I  cannot  say  that  I  was  introduced 
to  him. 

(By  Mr.  Beresford.) 

Q.  What  is  the  age  of  your  young- 
est scholar  ?     (A  cry  of  No !  No\J 
A.  Sev?n. 


[The  ti'itness  zvas  directed  to  luitkr 
draic.'l 

(Mr.  Daniel  Suttot  th?  Deputy 
Judge  Advocate  examined  by  Mr. 
Wardle.) 

Q.  Do  you  recollect  Mrs.  Clarke 
being  at  Captain  Thompson's  Court 
Martial,  at  Colchester  ?     A..  I  do. 

Q,  State  to  the  Committee  what 
passed  relative  to  her  being  put  down 
a  widow. 

A.  In  consequence  of  my  having 
been  directed  to  summon  Mrs.    Clarke 
to  appear  to  give  evidence  before  the 
Court    Martial   that   was  sitting,   on 
charges    preferred    against    Caplain 
Thompson,    I    applied     to     Captaia 
Thompson's  solicitor,   a  Mr.  Smithies, 
and  desired  he  would  send  to  me  the 
Christian  as  well  as  the  surname  and 
description   of    Mrs.    Clarke.       J\Ir. 
Smithies  delivered  to  me  the  descrip- 
tion upon  paper  ;  and,  as  near  as  I  can 
recollect,    her  name  was  Mary  Ann 
Clarke,  of  Loughton   Lodge,  in    the 
county  of  Essex,  widow.     In   conse- 
quence of  the  description  so  given  to 
me,   by  Mr.    Smithies,   I  entered   it 
upon  the  minutes  of  the  Court,  and 
administered  the  oath  which  I  usually 
administered  to  witnesses,    and  then 
having     read    the    chargers    to    Mrs. 
Clarke,  slie  then  answered  the  ques- 
tions which  were  put   by  Lieutenant 
Colonel  Fane,  wh.o  was  the  prosecutor; 
was  afterwards  examined  upon  ques- 
tions submitted  bv  Mr.  Smithies,  who 
v.-as  concerned  for  Captain  Thompson, 
and   then    upon   questions   that  were 
asked  her  by  different  Members  of  the 
Court.    I  have  a  recollection,  I  think, 
of  Mr.  Smithies  having  communicated 
to  me^  she  was  not  examined  the  first 
day  sliie   was   summoned,    in   conse- 
quence of  a  witness,  of  the  name  of 
Maltby,  who  had  been  under  exami- 
nation for  a  considerajjJc  time.   I  think 
Mr.   Smithies  communicated    to   me 
some  delicacy  Mrs.  Clarke  had,  as  to 
the  appearance  before  the  Court,  and 
as  to  questions  that  might  be  put  to 
her;  and  1  told  him  that  she  need  not 
be  under  any  apprehension^:,  for  no 
improper  questions  should  be  jut  iv 
Jarr;  if  she  answered  thu  in  trrogato 
t5  ries 
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''ies  of  the  pro-^ecutor  and  the  Court, 
•'he  need  be  under  no  apprehension  as 
^o  any  disagreeable  questions,^  which 
'he  seemed  to  apprehend  might  be 
put  to  her;  and  she  suscqueiitly  aiir 
swered  every  question  that  was  put; 
and,  upon  that  particular  charge, 
Captain  Thompson  was  afterwards 
honourably  acquitted. 

Q.  Did  she  herself,  state  herself  to 
be  a  widow,  or  was  she  asked,  or  did 
anv  conversation  pass  between  yourself 
and  her,  upon  that  subject? 

A.  I  really  am  not  quite  sure,  I  saw 
Mrs.  Clarke  once  or  twice  previous  to 
her  examination  that  day,  in  order  to 
Gommunicateto  her  that  she  must  stop, 
and  Mr.  Smithies,  requested  me  to 
step  to  the  Cups,  where  he  was,  to  let 
him  have  the  proceedings,  to  prepare 
Captain  Thompson's  defence;  I  rather 
think  it  was  Mr.  Smithies,  for  I  per- 
fectly remember,  which  is  usual  where 
the  Assistant  Adjutant  General  of  the 
district  does  not  deliver  me  the  list  of 
the  witnesses,  but  where  they  come 
from  the  Sclicitor  of  the  party,  tl)at 
he  v\ill  deliver  to  me  the  name  and  de- 
scription, and  1  rather  think  it  was  in 
.conse(quence  of  what  he  said  to  me. 

Q.  You  do  not  recollect  asking  her 
the  question  whether  she  was  a  widow 
©r  not? 

A.  Upon  my  word  I  do  not  recol- 
lect whether  I  did. 

Q.  You  do  not  recollect  any  con- 
versation that  passed  relative  t)  her  si- 


tuation ;  her  wishing  to  avoid  publi- 
city ? 

A.  I  do  not  recollect  the  particulars, 
but  I  do  recollect,  either  before  or  af- 
ter the  time  that  Mr.  Smithies  asked 
me  to  step  down  to  the  Inn,  with  the 
papers,  that  she  said  she  was  in  a 
very  delicate  situation,  and  alluded  to 
her  situation  ;  I  do  hot  recollect  that 
she  mentioned  the  particular  person 
under  whose  protection  she  was,  but 
she  alluded  to  it,  and  I  understooc 
fron:i  general  report  what  she  meant. 

{By  Mr.  Smith. 

Q.  Wa's  she  particularly  described 
as  a  widow,  or  did  she  answer  totlie 
interroffatorv  whether  she  was  or  was 
not  a  widow  ? 

A.  She  answered  to  no  interrocra- 
(ory  upon  that  subject,  it  is  riOt  the 
practice  for  witnesses  at  Courts  Mar- 
tial to  answer  to  such  interro^ratories, 
unless  they  are  specifically  })ut ;  th© 
name  and  descripticn  is  put  down, 
and  then  the  charges  read  ;  then  the 
oath  is  administered,  and  then  tlie 
question  put.  , 

{Bt/  Mr.  Beresford.) 

Q.  Do  you  recollect  any  evidence 
that  came  forward  at  thai  Court  Mar- 
tial, relative  to  a  bill  of  exchanj^e-^ 

A.  Yes  I  do,  Mrs.  Clarke  was  exa- 
mined, and  gave  evidence  upon  tvv« 
bills  of  exchange. 


"The  witness  was  directed  to  withdraw. 

An  objection  was  taken  by  Mr.  AberchombiE,  to  going  into  evi- 
dence of  what  passed  upon  iliat  Court  Martial,  where  the  minutes  them- 
selves were  to  be  produced,  and  were  the  best  evidence  the  nature  of 
the  case  admitted.  This  gave  rise  to  a  short  discussion  between  Mr. 
W.  Wynne,  Mr.  Canning,  and  M«.  VVhitbkead,  when  the  objec- 
tion was  abandoned,  and  the  examinanon  resumed. 

[Ttie  witness  was  again  called  in.  J 


Q.  I^ elate  ihe  circumstance*!  of  her 
teslimnny,  so  far  as  you  recollect. 

A.  I  liave  fSe  original  minute; 
v^hich  1  took  at  i!iat  Court  Martial, 
m  ray  \wrkf.t. 

Q,  Refer  to  that  pnrt  of  fhe  cvi- 
4 


dence  which  refers  to  the  bid  of  ex- 
change signed  Elizabeth  Muckei;zi« 
Farquhar. 

A.  "Mary  Ann  Clarke,  ofLfuigl;- 
ton  Loo'ge,  In   the  cdu'^ily  of  E-^scx,- 
widow,   a   witness  produced  by  tli« 

■  prts^yatt^r. 
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pro=!ecntnr,  being  dirly  sworn^  was 

gxaminen. 
Q.  Was  that  read  to  Iier  r 
A.  No,  I  believe  it  \vas  not  read 

to  her. 

The  vvitness'read  the  ftiilowino;  ex- 
tract from  the  minutes. — *•'   Q.  Look, 
at  this  bill  ;  is  the  body  of  it  and  sig- 
nature   your  hand  -  writing  ?  —  The 
witness  was  then  shewn  the  bill  of  the 
Isf  May,    1807,  and  then    deposed. 
A.  Yes,  it  is;  but   it  purports  to   be 
the  hand  of  my  mother ;  she  was  pre- 
sent when  it  was  written.     I  am  tre- 
quenlly   in  the  habit  of  guiding  her 
ham!  when   she  writes,   or  takes  any 
thing  in  her  haiad,  in  consequence  ot 
her   being  very  infirm  and  ve.'"y  ner- 
vous.— Q.  Look  at  this  bill ;  is  the 
body  of  it  and  signature  your  hnnd- 
wriiing  .''  —  The    witness    v.'as    iiien 
shewn  a  bill  of  the  15lh  July,   IbOJ. 
A.  It  is. — Q.  Look  at  both  the  bills, 
and  state  to  the  Coart,  whether  tiie 
acceptance  of  boih  is  the  hanJ-wri^ 
ling  of  Mr.   Russell   Manners. — A. 
Yes,  in  the  |?resenccof  myself  and  my 
mother. — Q.  Did   yon,   or  your  mo- 
ther,   give    these   drafts   to    Capiain 
Thompson?    A.  My  mother  the  first, 
and  my<:elf,    I  believe,  the  la.^t.  —  Q. 
Was  Captain  Thompson   aware  that 
Tou  signed   the   name   of  Elizabeth 
M'Kenzie   Farquhar  to  the-^e  drafts, 
when   liiey  were  given  to  him  .''     A. 
Never.— Q.  Did  ne  not  know  your 
hand-writing    Irom    yf)ur    m.other's? 
A.  1  do  not  think  he  does,  wlien  I  di- 
rect her  hand. — Q.   Was  Mr.  Russell 
Manners  indebted   to  you  in  a  suffi- 
cient sum,  to  authorize   you  to  draw 
upon  hia»,  lor  the  sum  of  100/.  ?      A. 
He  was. — Q.  State  to  the  Court  the 
reason  why  you  did  not   indor.-e  the 
bill  dated  the  '20th  of  May,  1  807.     A. 
I  had  no  reason  ;   I  was  not  aware  of 
the  circumstance  ihat   1   had  not   in- 
dorsed it;   it  never   was  relumed  to 
Hie  to  be  indorsw*d. — Q.    Do  you  re- 
collect the  date  of  the  bill,  dated  tlse 
15ih  of  July,   1807,  being  altered.^ 
A.  No,  1  do  not. — Q.   When   those 
biih  were  given  to  Captain  Thomp- 
■j«H,  had  ^,i)Q  any  doubt  bul  ihat  Mr. 


Russell  Manners  'would  pa^r  tliem 
when  they  respectively  should  be- 
come due?  A.  Not  Ihe  least. —  Q. 
Had  you  ever  before  these  bills  were 
drawn,  drawn  bills  upon  Mr.  Russell 
Manners;  and  if  you  had,  were  sucii 
bills  paid  when  due  .<*  A.  I  never 
did  ;  1  have  more  bills  of  Mr.  Man- 
ner's, bul  I  have  never  made  use  of 
them,  finding  that  those  bills  were 
not  duly  honored. — Q.  Had  you  any 
good  reason  to  believe  that  Messrs. 
Mallhy  would  pay  the  bills  when 
they  became  due;  and  if  you  had, 
state  to  tlie  Court  what  were  the 
reasons  on  wiiich  your  belief  was 
founded  ?  A.  I  certainly  thought 
that  Mr.  Rowland  Malwby  would  })ay 
them,  because  I  knew  that  he  had  at 
difrerenl  limes  paid  some  thousand* 
for  Mr.  Manners  ;  besides  which,  Mr. 
Maiiby  knew  I  had  assisted  Mr.  Man- 
ners with  money,  and  therefore  I 
thought  he  would  lake  care  of  tho^e 
bil!.^  before  others.  —  Q^Had  you  any 
personal  comimunication  with  Mr. 
RowVnd  Maltby  respecting  the  bil;>-' 
in  question,  previous  to  the  last  week? 
A.  Never.— Q  Have  you  had  anj^ 
personal  communication  with  him 
respecting  them  within  the  last  week, 
and  if  you  have,  state  to  the  Court 
the  substance  of  it.  A.  On  Thurs- 
day last  I  went,  accompanied  by  my 
mother,  to  Mr.  Rowland  Mallby*s, 
and  he  told  me  that  he  was  coming." 

Q.  Does  it  appear  upon  the  mi- 
nutes of  that  Court  Martial,  frosn  Hie 
testimony  of  Mrs.  Clarke,  that  she  put 
the  pen  into  her  mother's  hand,  and 
with  that  wrote  her  name  upon  a  bill 
of  exchange  ? 

A  That  is  in  the  answer  to  the 
first  question  that  was  put  to  Mrs. 
Clarke. 

(By  Mr.  Gibbs.) 
Q.  During  the  proceedings  of  that 
Couit  Martial,  were  any  privateques- 
tions  put  ii)  y<'ur  presence  to  Mrs, 
Clarke  out  of  Court,  re^pircting  her 
hf'uw  a  widow,  which  were  after- 
wards  f^ntered  upon  Ine  minutes  ." 
A.  I  do  not   recollect  any  j   I  had, 

con  verbal  ioij» 
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eonversalion,  a?  I  mentJoned  before,  (Mr.  Thomas  J^arkek  was  next  cali- 

witli   Mr.  Smithies,  and,   i    believe,  ^^  2«»   and  examimd  by  Mr.  War- 

witli  Mr-;.   Clarke,   I  am  not  exactly  T)1.tl.) 

sure,  but  I  cannot  recollect  the  whole  Q.  Refer  to  your  book  as  to  the 

of  that  conversation;  it  was   relative  date  of  any  payment  that  was  made 

to  her  delicacy  with  respect   to   her  by  Mrs.   Clarke   in  the  year    1804-; 

being  examined,  and  her  fear  that  un-  500/.   on    account  of   a   service   of 

pleasant  questions  mi^ht  be  put   to  plate. 

her  generally  ;  I  have  no  recollection  A.  I  k»o\v  nothing  of  the  subject 

of  any  as  to  her   being  a  widow  ;  I  at  all  ;  I    was  only  left  executor  to 

desired  Mr.  Smithies,  understanding  Mr.  Birkett ;  I  have  a  book  here,  'u\ 

thai  Captain  Thompson  was  brother  which  there  is  some  account,  which  I 

to  Mrs.  Clarke,  that  he  would  give  looked  at  to-day,    which    I  did  not 

me  her  description,  and  he  gave  it  k^ow  of  before. 

upon  paper.  Q.  Produce  the  book. 

[The  xvitness  was  directed  to  with-  ^The  witness  fetched  the  booh^  in 

draw.'],  which    appeared   the  follszving    «f- 

count.'] 


Mr«' 


151 


*-  ' 


kMA 

•«• 

■ 

Ct 

•  . 

V 

\ 

c 

S3 
f6 

t— 1     o 

p     *• 

v:     • 

1 

• 

• 

1 

-0 

C 
0*3 

to 
p" 

-5 

to   ^ 

O       t2           O 

3 

< 
c 

*< 

P    rb 

3  -a 

ft 

w: 

<" 

«-l 

OQ 

P 

•-t 

c 
o 

3 
P 

2 

a-  s- 

rt 

C.q 

P 
s 

O 

1 

P 

D 

p 

« 

g  on  silver  plates  fo 

ing  the  above 

ving  arms  and  crest 

1 

• 

o 

D 

^. 
<-♦ 

=r 
o 

rf 

2 

o      ^ 
2    ^- 

G-     <■ 

C/5            O 
—  •         -1 
'^      "-^^ 

O       3- 
C       P 

p    It 

yq      M 
p 

gne,  with  4branche: 
rich  cut  glasses  to  d 

hole  of  the  above-J 

for 

gant  rich   chas*  sil 

• 

o 

r 
> 

PI 

ir.               -1 

T 

i/i 

<-•■ 
O 

P 

♦-< 

C      'J) 

•i 

tJ 

C              P 

1^^^>^  M 

m^J 

rD 

» 

1 

V-^ 

V— ' 

v—- 

v-O  «-^ 

V-*- 

f 

v.^-V 

"^^ip^ 

•     3 

»-«!!                  — 

-        <i" 

„J 

i^O     tc 

O 

b_ 

>— 

^^ 

2* 

p 

cr        w 

C        .     3 

>^ 

K) 

co 

^      tC 

N 

oc 

o 

• 
p 

t^ 

( 

1 

• 

CO 

'  p 

W   lO 

•           • 

• 

00 

o 

1 

p 

•-1 

•^ 

trf 

• 

rt- 

? 

CO 

*7 

,.  1 

V 

►-» 

CO 

h. 

CO 
K5 

o 

K5         — 

Or 

o 

O 

C3 

to 

• 

t/i 

W^ 

• 

„_ 

00 

vTc 

Oi            UT 

u 

d 

C75 

O 

to 

•»^ 

»— • 

ft. 

►f' 

o 

O 

O           05 

o 

o 

O 

O 

c 

o 

o 
< 

^0 

I— > 

CO 

O 

] 

• 

p 

• 

> 

C3 
•-* 

r3 

D 

a 

DC 

p 

o 
p 

p 

p 

65 

p 

p 

• 

£L 

p 

p 

^ 

• 

• 

p 
«♦ 

*-* 

o 

a 

p 

^ 

t 

p 

to 

O 

CO 

s 

3 

to 
S 

t51 

1 

o 

o 

n 

o 

c 

t 

• 

3 

•• 

1 

1 

1 

1 

n 

o 

y. 

p 

' 

, 

1 

■\ 

1 

CL 

f 

1 

» 

1 

1 

0 

o 

• 

o 

• 

\ 

~. 

K3 

• 

rr. 

W 

t 

• 

• 

1 

1 

1 

t-< 

c  . 

♦^ 

— . — 

. 

"~n 

ex 

5 

C 

to 

k5 
o 
o 

to 
o 
o 

to 

o 
o 

o 
o 

^0 

o 

o 

o 
o 

o 
o 

rf 

o 

o 

o 

o 

o 

o 

o 

c 

• 

4 

. 

•^           O 

<? 

c 

4S} 

& 

<5 

« 

e 

^ 

«.  lat 


152 


Q.  Do  you  k4iow  any  thing  more  of 
that  book  ;  or  do  you  know  as  to  any 
of  the  payments,  by  whom  they  were 
made;  or  what  those  bills  were,  or 
upon  whom  drawn  ? 

A.  I  do  not  know  any  thing  more  of 
it;  there  is  ano'chcr  little  account  in 
this  book  ;  here  is  nothing  here  which 
states  at  all  what  bills  they  were. 
I  did  not  know  any  thing  of  it  till  to- 
day ;  I  was  not  sure  whether  the  snni- 
jnons  was  intended  for  mc  or  not,  for 
hiy  name  was  not  inserted,  nor 
\vhere  Mr.  Birkctt  lived;  it  was  in- 
serted Princes-street,  Hanover-sqtiare; 
.1  never  knev.-  him  live  there,  i  came 
<iov'n,  it  being  left  at  my  ho\]se. 

Q.  Do  vou  know  who  the  late  Mr. 
Birkett's  barkers  were? 

A.  Yes,  Marsh  and  Company  in 
Berner-street. 

Q.  Have  you  any  other  memoran- 
dum in  that  book  ? 

A.  Here  is  some  other  account  of 
goods,  watches,  and  some  other  silver 
goods, and  variousother articles,  Vv-hich 
amounts  to  £8t3/.  9^.  besides  the  other 
account. 

[T/?e  xvitness  tins  directed  to  U'ith- 
dravj.'] 

(Mr.  Combe  examined.) 

Q.  Will  you  mention  the  circum- 
stance of  your  seeing  Mr.  Dowier 
shortly  after  he  had  received  his 
commission  in  the  Commissariat? 

A.  I  was  riding  through  the  street, 
and  I  mrt  Mr.  Dow-ler  by  accident,  I 
liad  heard  before  with  great  pleasure 
that  he  had  got  an  appointment  Tn  the 
.Commissariat;  1  was  not  unacquaint- 
ed with  the  reverses  of  fortune  he  had 
sustained  at  the  Stock  Exchnn^e,  and 
J  was  rejoiced  to  hear  that  he  had  an 
employment  that  would  yield  him  a 
comfortable  maintenance  ;  1  stopt  him 
to  give  him  my  congratulations,  and 
iiavir.g  heard  that  he  had  got  this  by 
the  request  of  Mrs.  Clarke,  I  asked 
him  whether  he  had  obtained  it  by 
<he  interest  of  Mrs.  Clarke  or  Mr. 
Brook  WatGon;  his  reply  to  iwe  was 
-'  O  by  Mr.  Watson's." 

Q.  Fforn   your  knowledge  of  Mr. 


Dowler,  do  you  believe  himi  tol^e  a 
man  of  integrity  .? 

A.  Perfectly  so,  I  would  have  re- 
commended him  to  any  situation  he 
was  a  candidate  for. 

Q.  From  whom  had  you  heard  that 
he  obtained  the  appointment  from 
Mrs.  Clarke  ? 

A.  I    know  a  great  many  p'.?rsons 
who  ai'e  equally  acquainted  with  the 
Dowlers  :     from    various    persons     I. 
heard    it,    but  I  cannot  recollect  one 
individual. 

Q.  Did  you  krtow  of  your  own 
knowledge  that  tiu?re  has  been  any 
connection  between  Mr.  Dowler  and 
Mrs.  Clarke  r 

A.  I  did  not. 

Q-  Cannot  you  recollect  one  p-rr- 
son  among  many 'individuals  from 
whom  you  heard  it  ? 

A-  It  is  a  creat  manr  vears  a 2:0,  if 
I  were  compelled  to  say  v;ho,  I  should 
select  n)Y  own  son. 

{BlJ  LOP.D  FOLKSTONE.) 

Q.  Do  you  not  from  your  own 
knowledge  know  that  Mr.  Dowler's 
father  adopted  a  line  of  politics  in  the 
City  directly  opposite  to  that  of  Sir 
Brook  Watson  ? 

A.  I  know  that  Mr.  Dowler' j;  father 
in  the  City  of  London  adopted  \.\\^ 
Wiiig  principles,  but  whether  he  was 
a  member  of  the  Whig  Club  I  do  not 
know,  nor  do  I  now  know  exactly  what 
Mr.  Brook  V/atson's  political  princi- 
ples were. 

(Hie    Chairman  then  ordered  Mr. 
Jeremiah  Donovan  to  ht  brought 
to  the  bar,  xvhen  he  ivas  examined  as 
fo'lozis  bij  Mr.  Perceval. _^ 

Q.  Do  you  know  Mrs.  Clarke  ? 

A.   I  do. 

Q.  Do  you  recollect  at  any  time 
furnishing  her  with  a  list  of  names  of 
persons  for  whom  she  was  to  obtain 
from  the  Duke  of  York,  military  or 
other  promotion  ? 

A.  Never. 

Q.  Have  you  not  been  in  the  habit 
of  trafficking  in  places  under  govern- 
ment? 

A.  I  never  liave  trafficked  for  any 
places  uiider  government  in  mv  life. 

4« 
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Q.  Tn  no  situations  for  India  ? 
A,  From  government. 
Q.    Appointments     from    govern- 
in  ent  ?     A.  Never. 

(By  Mr,  Cavendish  Bradshaw^.) 
Q.  Or  from  the  East  India  Com* 
psny,  appointments   that  must  come 
under  the  cognizance  of  the  Board  of 
Controul  ? 

A.  I  will  ba  obliged  to  the  gentle- 
man if  he  will  inform  me  what  ap- 
pointments those  are. 

Q.  Have  you  ever  offered  a  situa- 
tion in  [ndia  for  a  sum  of  nionev  to  a 
Mr.  O'Harar     A.  1  have. 

Q.  What  was  the  nature  of  that 
situation  ?      A.  A  writership. 

Q.  What  was  Mr.  O'Hara  to  have 
given  you  for  that  situation  ? 

A.    Three     thousand    some     odd 
pounds,  but  I  cannot  say  exactly. 
Q,  When  was  this  ? 
A.  I  believe  the  last  year,  but  I  do 
not  exactly  recollect. 

Q.  How  did  that  negociation  break 
•ff-  ? 

A.  It  broke  off  in  consequence  of 
Mr.  O'Hara's  brother  not  depositing 
the  money  at  the  banker's  which  wal 
nominated  by  the  gentleman  who  had 
the  disposal  of  the  appointment,  or 
who  informed  me  that  he  had  the  dis- 
posal of  the  appointment. 

Q.  Did  not  Mr.  O'Hara  offer  to  de- 
posit the  money  in  his  own  banker's 
hands,  and  did  you  not  object  to  that, 
and  wish  it  to  be  deposited  in  your 
banker's  hands,  in  Henrietta-street, 
Covent-gardcn? 

A.  The  money,  Mr.  O'Hara  in- 
formed me,  was  deposited  in  a  bank- 
er's hands  in  the  City,  I  believe  it  was 
Curtis  and  Robarts ;  the  person  w^ho 
had  the  disposal  of  the  appointment 
would  not  consent  to  its  remainino- 
-here,  but  wished  it  should  be  deposit''- 
id  at  Messrs.  Austen  and  Maiinde's, 
n  Covcnt-garden,  and  in  conse- 
^juence  of  that  the  negociation  ceased. 
';  did  It  at  the  request  of  a  ladv  from 
Jublm,  who  s^nt  aletterto  m^'sa^ing 
hat  she  wished  I  could  obtain  for  a 
vir.  O'Hara  whose  f^tlier  was  her  par- 
icular  friend^  a  writership  to  India  ; 


I  applied  to  a  gentleman,  and  he  told 
me  he  could  obtain  that  appointment, 
and  the  negociation  broke  off  in  con- 
sequence of  their  not  depositing  the 
money  at  the  house  of  Austen  antl 
Maunde. 

(By  Mr.  Smith. ^ 
Q.  What  person  authorized  you  to 
negociate    this  appointment    in    the 
East  India  Company's  service  ? 

(The  ivitness  hesitated  to  ansiver,  on 
zvhich  he  tias  directed  to  "jjithdraiu. 
On  being  again  called  in,  the  ques- 
tion zvas  a  second  time  proposed.) 

A.  Am  I  obliged  to  expose  the  name 
of  \\\Q  lady  ?  if  1  am,  I  certainly  shall. 
Q.  Was  the  lady  the  purchaser,  of 
v/as  it  through  the  lady  you  were  to 
obtain  the  appointment  of  some  Di- 
rector ? 

A.  the  lady  wrote  to  me,  requesting 
I  would  make  inquiry  in  order  to  pro- 
cure the  writership  for  this  gentleman; 
in  consequence  of  this  1  did  make  the 
inquiry,  but  do  not  know  any  Direc- 
tor's name  concerned  in  the  business. 
Q.  Of  whom  did  you  expect  to  re- 
ceive this  patronage  ? 

A.  i  was  recommended  by  Messrs. 
Austen  and  Maunde,  to  a  gentlemaa 
who  promised  to  procure  the  patron- 
ise.     ; 

Q.  Name  the  gentleman  ? 
A.   ISIr.  Tahourdin,  an  attorney,  of 
Argyll-stre/et. 

Q.  Do  you  know  from  Mr.  Tahour- 
din's  connections,  from  whom  he  was 
to  obtain  it  at  the  India  House? 
A.  I  do  not. 

Q.  Cannot  you  guess  or  surmise  ? 
A.  I  cannot. 

Q.  Upon  what  grounds  did  you  de- 
sire the  three  thousand  and  odd  pounds 
to  be  lodged  ? 

A.  It  was  to  have  been  lodged  to  be 
paid  to  Mr.  Tahourdin,  on  the  young 
gentleman's  passing  as  a  writer  to  India. 
Q.  Did  Mr.  1'ahourdin  ever  give 
you  reason  to  believe  that  he  had  the 
promise  of  that  nomination  ? 

A.  If  he  had  not,  I  certainly  should 
not  have  requested  the  young  gentle- 
man to  have  lodged  the  money  at  the 
banker's. 

^  Q.  Did 
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(J^y  Mr.  Sheridan.) 

Q.  Dicl^'ou  introduce  a  clergyman 
of  the  iiarne  of  O'Meara  to  Mrs. 
CJarke  ? 

A.  I  have  not  the  pleasure  to  know 
a  clergyman  of  tJiat  name. 

Q.  Did  you  ever  apply  to  Mrs. 
Clarke  for  the  promotion  of  any  per- 
son in  the  church  ? 

A.  In  the  month  of  Noveuiber  or 
December  last,  NIrs.  Clarke  informed 
me  that  she  had  very  great  influence  ; 
I  heard  of  a  vacancy  in  the  church, 
and  1  did  apply  for  it  for  a  friend  of 
mine. 

Q   What  was  that  vacancy  ? 

A.  A  Deanery. 

Q.  What'Deanery  ? 

A.  1  believe  Salisbury. 
. '  Q.  Did  yow  apply    only  for  that 

eanery  or  any  other  Deanery  ? 

A.  For  either  the  Deanery  of  Salis- 
bury or  H-jreford. 

Q.  This  was  either  in  November  or 
December  last? 

A.  It  was. 

Q.  Being  so  intimate  witli  Mrs. 
Clarke,  of  course  you  were  apprized 
that  at  that  time  all  connection  had 
ceased  between  Mrs.  Clarke  and  his 
Royal  Highness  the  Duke  of  York  ? 

A.  I^  understood  that  his,  Tvoval 
■Highness  and  ?vlrs.  Clarke  had  had 
no  connection  for  three  years  previous 
to  that ;  it  was  not  through  the  Duke 
ofxYork's  interest  it  was  understood 
it  could  be  obtained. 

'  Q.  Through  whose  interest  was  it 
understood  tbatthis  wasto  beobtained, 
through  the  influence  of  Mrs.  Clarke  ? 

A.  Mrs.  Clarke  informed  me  that 
she  had  very  good  interest  with  the 
D"uke  of  Portland,  and  that  she  could 
obtain  any  appointment. 

Q.  Can  you  inform  the  Committee 
■^vhat  was  to  be  the  recompence,  sup- 
posing tlj£  Deanery  had  been  obtain- 
ed .? 

A.  I  cannot ;  I  believe  that  it  was 
SOOO/.  that  was  offered  for  oneof  tljeni 
by  a  subscription  ;  I  did  it  to  oblige  a 
friend  ;  there  was  a  subscription  to 
hare  been  entered  into  by  some  ladies, 
they  did  subscribe  upwards  of  3000/.  ; 
as  1  was  ittstructsdjit  was  for  the  Rer, 


Mr.  Bazeley,  I  think  that  !5\'as  the, 
name  of  the  irentleman  ;  he  w^s  to 
have  been  agreeably  surprised  with  a 
promotion,  provided  it  had  been  car- 
ried into  effect,  but  he  was  on  no  acT 
count  to  know  it.  Mrs.  Clarke  an- 
swered, that  the  Duke  of  Portland  had 
no  interest  in  the  church,  the  queen 
having  taken  the  patronage  to  herself. 
A.  Have  you  had  any  correspon- 
dence with  Mrs.  Clarke  since  the  com- 
mencement of  the  present  examina- 
tion ? 

A.  I  have  received  one  letter  from 
Mrs.  Clarke  since  the  commencement 
of  tjtis  ex^amination,  or  on  the  day,  it 
was  on  Wednesday  week  I  think  ;  I 
have  received  two  letters  from  Mrs. 
Clarke  since  the  motion  of  Mr,  War- 
die,  the  one  on  tiie  Saturday  subse- 
quent to  the  Friday  night  on  whichthe 
motion  was  made,  the  other  on  th« 
Wednesday,  on  which  day  I  believe 
the  hon.  House  went  into  the  examin- 
ation, 

Q..  Did  you  at  any  time  give  any 
credit  to  the  idea  of  Mrs.  Clarke  hav- 
ing any  degree  of  influence  with  the 
Duke  of  Portland? 

A.  I  certainly  did  give  credit  to  it 
in  the  first  instance. 

(i.  Did  you  believe  that  Mrs. 
Clarke  had  such  influence  wKh  th« 
Duke  of  Portland  as  she  had  exercised 
with  the  Duke  of  York  on  other  ap- 
plications? 

A.  She  never  did  make  any  appli- 
cation  to  the  Duke  of  York  for  me  in 
her  life. 

Q.  AVere  not  you  privy  to  the  whole 
transaction  of  Colonel  French  ? 

A.  Nor  never  heard  any  thing  of  it, 
till  the  levy  was  about  to  be  raised,  till 
Colonel  French  called  upon  me  to  in- 
form me  that  he  was  raising  recruits 
for  tliat  levy,  and  asked  me  whether  I 
could  recommend  him  any  old  Ser- 
jeants that  he  could  employ  upon  that 
duty. 

Q.  Did  Mrs.  Clarke  give  auy  reasoa 
to  you  for  the  assertion  she  had  made 
respecting  her  belief,  as  to  any  per- 
son's power  of  disponing  of  the  pa- 
tronage of  the  church  ? 

A.  Utr. 
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V. 


A.  Mrs.  Clarke  informed  ire  tliat 
the  Duke  of  Portland  liad  not  the  pa- 
tronage of  the  church,  but  there  were 
other  appointments  tliat  she  had  men- 
tioned to  me,  that  caused  me  to  sup- 
pose that  the  Duke  of  Portland  had  tue 
appointments  in  the""  church  to  dis- 
pose of. 

Q.  Have  you  received  two  or  tlrree 
letters  from  Mrs.  Clarke   within  this, 
last  month  ? 

A.  I  have  received  letters  from  Mrs. 
ClarkCj  many  during  the  months  of 
November,  December,  and  January. 

Q.  Have  you  the  letters  wjiich  you 
state  yourself  to  have  received  from 


Mrs.  Clarke,  since  Mr.  Wardle's  no- 
tice or:  the  present  investigation? 

A.  I  have  two  letters,  and  the  reason 
I  brought  them  \vas  in  hopes  that  Mr. 
Wardle  \vould  do  me  the  honour  to 
read  the  letters  of  mine,  which  it  was 
mentioned  he  had  in  his  possession 
from  Mrs.  Clarke.  I  am  perfectly 
wikling  to  meet  every  charge  that  can 
criminate  myself,  but  1  should  be  sorry 
to  involve  any  person  that  is  innocent. 
1  believe  Mr.  Wardle  made  his  mo- 
tion on  the  i^Tth  of  January. 

[The  witness  delivered  in  two  letters, 
which  were  read,  dated  the  esth  of 
January,  and  th»£  first  of  February 
1809.] 


"  DsAR  Sir, 
*'  I  am  mugh  mortified  in  seeing,  in  this  day's  paper,  the  free  use 
of  your  name  and  mine  in  the  debate  last  night.  ^  1  however  tooic 
an  opportunity  of  seeing  Mr.  Wardle  on  the  subject,  ahd  I  find  he 
is  by  no  means  so  ill  disposed  as  his  speecSi  seemed  to  evince  ;  but 
he  tells  me,  that  as  1  have  committed  myself  and  my  papers,  he  is 
determined  to  make  every  poss^ible  use  of  them,  that  to  him  seems 
proper.  1  must  be  candid,  and  tell  you,  that  in  order  to  fcicilitate 
somenegociations,  1  had  given  him  a  few  of  your  letters.  In  one 
you  speak  of  the  Queen,  in  another  the  two  Deaneries.  As  to 
myself,  I  must  of  course  speak  the  truth,  as  1  shall  be  put  on  oath. 
Let  me  persuade  you,  if  called  on,  to  keep  to  the  truth,  as  I  am 
convinced  you  will ;  but  I  mean  the  zchole  truths  as  to  what  has 
passed  formerly  between  yourself  and  me. — 1  have  a  thousand  thanks 
for  your  being  so  quiet  upon  the  130.;  you  shailhave  it  the  mo- 
ment my  Mother  comes  from  Bath.  I  fear,  if  you  are  backward, 
Wardle  will  expose  the  whole  of  the  letters  he  has  to  the  House. 

Your's  truly, 
''  Saturday  evening."  M.  J.  Clarke:' 

"  In  order  to  relieve  your  mincl^  I  send  my  servant,  thottgh  late." 

Indorsed  : 

'^  Hec^ '28th  J  any.  1809, 

late  at  night." 

^  "  W^ednesclay  Morning, 

''  Dear  Sir,    ■  Feb>  1st.  1809." 

"  I  yesterday  saw  Mr.  Wardle;  he  had  a  letter  yesterday  from 
your  friend  Glasse,.  begging  him  not  to  take  any  business  in  hand, 
where  his  name  is  mentioned  ;  and  he  asks  for  you  also.  He  ^ya3 
tutor  to  Wardle.  Nov/  Mr*  Wardle  assures  me,  by  every  thing 
honourable,  that  if  you  speak  candidly  and  fairly  fo  the^  fact  ot 
Tonyns,  he  will  ask  nothing  more  ;  and  if  he  has  been  at  all  intem- 
perate with  vour  name,  he  will  do  it  every  justice.  Take  mi/  advice 
and  do  it:  it  cannot  iniwre  you.     I  understand  your  inend  lucfx, 

v(i  soiue 
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seme  months  ago  put  a  rriencl  of  his  in  possession  of  Ton3n's  busi- 
ness ;  and  yesterday  a  man  of  the  name  of  Finnerty  gave  him  a 
case,  which,  he  says,  he  had  from  you,  of  a  Captain  trotter  and 
another.  Of  course  you  will  not  meiuion  my  telling  you  this.  I 
\vish  from  my  soul  Mr.  Wardlehad  taken  it  up  less  dispassionately, 
he  mjght  have  done  more  good.  Why  do  you  not  send  me  a  liner 
1  dare  say  Clavering  is  hui^ging  himself^  as  he  did  not  send  the  re- 
cominendation. 

Your's,  &c. 

M.  A,  C." 


CBi/  Mr.  Sturges  Bourke.) 

Q.  What  rank  have  you  in  the  ar- 
my ?    A.  Lieutenant. 

Q.  How  long  have  you  been  in  tlie 
army  ? 

A.  I  went  into  the  army  in  the  year 
ITTg. 

Q.  In  what  regiment  have  you  been? 
A.  In  the  Queen's  Rangers. 
Q.  Are  you    now    in  the  Queen's 
Rangers  ? 

A.  I  entered  into  the  army  in  the 
,  year  1778,  in  the  Queen's   Rangers : 
in  consequence  of  my  services  in  (he' 
Queen's  Rangers  I  was  recommended 
into  the  regiment  called  the  North  Ca- 
rolina Volunteers,  then  under  Coh)iiel 
Hamilton  ;  the  hon.  Major  Cochrane, 
then  Major  to  the  Britith  Legion  com- 
luanded  by  Lieutenant-Colonel  Tarle- 
ton,     now     General     Tarleton,     in- 
duced  me   to    resign    my   company 
in    the    North    Carolina    Regiment, 
and  to  accept  a  Lieutenantcy  in  the 
British  Legion  under  the  command  of 
Lieutenant-Colonel  Tarleton,  which  1 
imprudently  did  under  the  promise  of 
the  first  troop  or  company  that  should 
become   vacant  in   that  regiment.     I 
served  in  that  regiment  during  the  re- 
mainder of  the  v^-ar,  from  the   year 
1780  till  tlie  reduction  of  the  regiment 
in  October  1783  ;  1  brought  home  a 
detachment  of  that  regiment,  and  was 
placed  upon  half-pay  ;  in  consequence 
of  my  wound  being  very  bad  it  was 
impossible  for  me  to  accept  a  commis- 
sion Upon  full  pay,  many  of  which  had 
fceen  otTered  to  me  by  Colonels  of  dif- 
ferent  regiments    in    consequence  of 
those  wounds  I   have  suffered;   1  am 
tmry  to  say  that  my  surgeon,  who  did 


attend,  is  gone,  or  he  could  explain 
my  present  sufferings,  but  I  have  suf- 
fered more  than  is  conceivable  fur  any 
person  who  looks  well  in  health  as  I  do, 
being  lusty  I   have  not  been   able  to 
take  otf  my  clothes  or  lie  down  for  the 
last  -five  years ;  about  six  years  from 
this  period  Ivvas  canfiued  six'teen  weeks 
under  the  care  of  Mr.  Everard  Home, 
Mr.  M'Gregor  of  the  Military  Asy- 
lum, and  Mr.  Rivers  of  Spring  Gar- 
dens, Mr.  Astley  Cooper  also  attend-^ 
ed  me,  and  I  am  now  obliged  to  em- 
ploy a  surgeon,  that  is  Mr.  Carpue, 
either  he  or   his  assistant  dresses  my 
wound  daily:  in  consequence  of  the 
recommendations  of  the  hon.  the  late 
Marquis  Cornwaliis  and  Lord   Moira, 
J  was  placed  in  a  Veteran  Battalion,  as 
a  compensation  in  some  degree  for  n^y 
expencesas  well  as  my  sufferings  from 
this  wound,  and  through  the  same  in- 
terest I  obtained  leave  of  absence  till 
further  orders  ;   there  are  many  other 
officers  under  similar  circumstances  in 
the  army,  it  being  the  only  meaiig  by 
wJiich  his  Royal  Highness  the  Com- 
mander in  Chief  can  remunerate  their 
services,  at  least  that  was  the  answer 
given    by    the    Adjutant-General    to 
Lieutenant-Colonel    Christie    of   tin; 
J  1th  Veteran  Battalion  (on  theslrength    - 
of  which  I  at  present  draw  my  pay) 
when  he  applied  last  year  to  have  me 
removed    upon  tJie  retired  list:  with 
respect  to   my   provincial   services,   I 
presume  they  go  for  nothing  ;  I  served 
fifteen  montlis  in  a  Fencible  Regiment 
at  home  as  Lieutenant  and  Surgeon  ; 
I  served  three  years  in  the  Militia  as 
Lieutenant  and  Surgeon,  and  1  served 
three  rears  as  a  Surgeon  in  an  armed 
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vessel  appointed  by  the  Treasury,  and 
I  trust  it  will  not  be  thought  too  much 
that  i  draw  the  pay  of  a  Lieutenant. 

C%Mr.  VVjAP-DLE.). 

Q.  You  have  stated  that  you  ne- 
ver sent  in  any  names  to  M 1-5.  Clarke, 
either  for  promotion  or  commissions  in 

the  aniiy  ? 

A.  Not  tiin  Nbvembef  or  December 
last  did  1  ever  apply  to  JNIrs.  Clarke 
for  any  commissions  in  the  army,  ei- 
ther directly  or  indirectly, 

Q.  Do  yon  recollect  what  commis- 
sions you  applied  for  then  to  Mrs. 
Clarke  ? 

A.  I  do  not ;  there  were  some  Com- 
panies, but  for  whom  Ido  not  recol* 
lect. 

Q.  Do  you  recollect  what  you  asked 
Mrs.  Clarke  to  do  respecting  those 
companies  ? 

A.  I  perfectly  recollect  that  Mrs. 
Clarke  informed  me  that  she  had  in- 
terest with  a  great  many  gentlemen, 
hon.  members  of  this  House  ;  that  she 
had  also  great  connections  amongst 
general  olHcers,  and  that  she  could 
procure  letters  of  recommendation 
which  might  accelerate  any  applica- 
tions that  were  lying  before  the  Duke 
of  York  for  purchases  of  commissions. 

Q.  Did  you  send  any  letters  of  re- 
conjmendation  from  the  commanding 
officers  of  regiments  in  favour  of  ofh- 
^ers  for  promotions  to  Mrs.  Clarke  ? 

Q.  I  sent  three  letters,  I  think,  from 
three  different  iield  officers,  recom- 
mending gentlemen  for  purchase  from 
lieutenants  to  companies.  Those  gen- 
tlemen had  been  recommended,  if  I 
mistake  not,  about  twelve  months,  but 
their  recommendations  had  not  been 
attended  to,  to  accelerate  which  it  was 
thought  adviseable  to  procure  the  re- 
commendations I  have  already  stated, 
and  Mrs.  Clarke  informing  me  she 
could  do  it,  I  placed  these  recommen- 
dations in  her  hands  for  that  purpose. 

Q.  Inform  the  Committee  how  you 
got  possession  of  those  letters  yourself, 

A.  I  will;  I  got  possession  of  those 
letters  from  Mr.  Froome,  under  the 
folio .ving circumstances:  Mr.  Froome 
called  upon  me,  and  informed  me  tbat 


he  was  about  to  resume  his  station  or 
to  be  appointed  a  clerk  in  the  house  of 
Mr.  Greenwood,  upon  condition  that 
he  should  make  oath  or  give  security, 
one  or  the  other,  that  he  would  never 
do  any  thing  in  the  commission  line  as 
a  broker  in  future;  that  if  I  could  do 
any  thing  with  those  three  appoint- 
ments which  iiad  hung  so  Jong,  I 
should  serve  verv  deserving  vouns: 
men,  and  should  be  remunerated  for 
my  trouble:  that  is  the  fact,  however 
it  may  criminate  me. 

Q.  State  what  the  romunoratiou  was 
to  have  been  upon  each  of  those  com- 
missions ? 

A.  It  was  above  300/.  but  how  much 
I  cannot  say. 

Q.  Do  you  mean  to  state  that  above 
300/.  were  to  have  been  paid  above 
the  regulation  price  for  carrying  the 
point  ? 

A.  Certainly,  on  each  commission. 

Q.  Do  YOU  know  of  your  own  know- 
ledge, through  what  means  that  300/. 
upon  each  v/as  procured? 

A.  I  do  not. 

Q.  Only  you  mean  to  state  that  the 
officer  purchasing  was  to  have  paid 
300/.  above  the  regulation  ? 

A.  I  mean  to  state  that  both  of  tho?e 
officers  purchasing,  on  being  gazetted, 
was  to  make  the  compliment  of  300/. 

Q,  And  it  was  INIr.  Froome  who  put 
thethree commissions  into  your  hands? 

A.  Yes,  he  did,  under  the  ciixjuin- 
stances  I  have  already  related. 

Q.  Had  you  ever  any  conversatioa 
with  any  body  but  Mr.  Froome  re- 
specting these  commissions  ? 

A.   I    had    conversations  of  course 
with  Mrs.  Clarke;  I   had    coHversa- 
tions  with  Mr.  Glasse. 
.  Q.  Who  is  Mr.  Glasse  r 

A.  The  Reverend  George  Henry 
Glasse. 

Q.  Had  you  never  a  conversation 
with  any  other  person  respecting  those 
appointments  ? 

A.  I  do  not  recollect  that  I  had  any 
conversation  with  any  person,  save 
and  except  Mr^  Glasse,  Mrs.  Clarke, 
iind  Mr.  Froome ;  I  do  aot  recollect 
anv  other  person. 

Q.  Do 
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Q.  Do  you  recollect  any  other  trans- 
actions of  that  nature  coming  under 
your  knowledge  ? 

A.  There  was  a  majority  I  think,  or 
two,  under  similar  circumstances. 

Q.  Do  you  recollect  what  sum  above 
the  regulation  was  to  have  been  paid 
en  the  majority? 

A.  I  do  not. 

Q.  Do  you  recollect  any  other  com- 
missions that  fell  under  the  same  cir- 
cumstances? 

A.  I  do  not  recollect  any  other  com- 
mission  but  the  two  majorities,  and 
those  three  companies. 

Q.  Did  those  majorities  come  from 
Mr.  Froomealso?     A.  Thev  did. 

Q.  Did  not  Mv.  Froome  at  that 
time  tell  you  what  remuneration  was 
to  be  given  ? 

A.  It  is  very  possible  that  he  might, 
jbut  I  do  not  recollect  the  remuneration. 
.  Q.  Do  you  know  svhat  your  share  of 
the  profit  was  to  be? 

A.  I  do  not. 

Q.  \\.hat  part  of  the  transaction 
were  you  to  act  ? 

A.  He  was  to  procure  the  letters 
from  Mrs.  Clarke  ;  to  attach  them  to 
those  recommendations  and  memo- 
rials, and  to  put  them  into  the  box  at 
the  Horse  Guards,  and  to  lot  them  take 
their  chance  ;  and  if  they  succeeded, 
then  we  w^re  to  be  remiinerated. 

Q.  Therefore,  the  part  Mrs.  Clarke 
was  to  have  acted,  was  eitlier  to  have 
got  tiie  recommendation  backed  by  a 
member  of  Parliam^jut,  or  some  other 
pei-son  likely  to  give  strength  to  such 
recommendation? 

A.  That  was  the  part. 

Q.  Wiiat  was  she  to  have  Iiad  for 
that  part  ? 

A.  She  was  to  have  had,  I  believe, 
upon  each  of  the  majorities  500/.  as 
nearly  as  1  can  recollect. 

Q.  What  was  she  to  have  had  for 
the  companies  r  I 

A.  I  forget  exactly  ;  but  it  was  ei- 
ther 100/.  er  more  than  100/. 

Q.  Do  you  know  Captain  Tuck  ? 

A.  I  do. 

Q.  Do  you  recollect  in  the  year 
1S04  or  1805,  offering  Captain  Tuck  a 
majority  at  a  very  low  price  ? 


A.  I.  remember  that  in  the  yesr 
1804  or  1803,  Messrs.  Austen  and 
Maunde  told  me,  that  they  expected 
to  be  appointed  agents  to. a  regiment 
that  v^as  to  be  raised  by  a  Colonel 
Dillon  ;  that  commissions  were  to  be 
obtained  in  that  regiment,  or  some 
oiher,  and  that  there  were  many 
olI)er  levies  to  be  raised; 'and  that 
the  prices  in  that  regiment  were  to 
be  for  an  ensigncy  so  much  ;  for  a 
lieutenantcy  so  much  ;  a  company  so 
much;  and  I  believe  that  was  the 
whole  of  the  steps.  The  Colonel 
had  the  appointments;  v;her^  they 
were  either  to  raise  so  many  men 
for  their  commissions,  oi*  pay  a'cer- 
tain  sum  of  ratmey  to  the  Colonel, 
I  met  Captain  Tiick  either  in  Parlia- 
ment-street or  Whitehall ;  he  bad 
been  employed  by  the  honourabje 
Colonel  Hanger  to  raise  a  levy,  and 
by  that  hnd  obtained  the  rank  of 
captain,  and  was  then  upon  halt-pay, 
I  told  him,  if  be  wished  to  get  the 
step  of  majority,  I  thought  if  he? 
would  raise  the  men,  or  pay  a  sum 
of  money*  he  might  get  a  majo- 
rity. I  never  thought  any  more  of 
ii,  till  I  met  Captain  Tuck  in  ihe 
room  this  evening. 

Q.  Do  you  not  recollect  naming- 
any  other  person  as  a  party  in  this  trans- 
action, respecting  the  commission! 
that  were  sent  in  to  Mrs.  Clarke  ^ 

A.  1  do  not  recollect,  but  there 
may  be  some  other  persons ;  I  do 
not  conceive  any  other  persons  could' 
have  been  mentioned. 

Q.  Will  vou  name  any  other  per- 
son thai  you  can  recollect  ? 

A.  I  do   not  recollect  any  other' 
persons,  or  I  would  name  them. 

Q.  Did  you  mention  the  name  of 
Mr.  Greenwood  ?   , 

A.  I  never  mentioned  the  name  of 
Mr.  Greenwood  in  the  transaction  at 
all,  further  than  Mr.  Froome  was' 
obliged  either  to  make  an  affidavit,  or 
give  security  to  Mr.  Greenwood> 
that  he  would  «not  act  as  a  broker  in 
future,  or  he  would  lose  his  situ- 
ation. 

Q.  Who  is  Dr.  Glasse,  or  Mr. 
Glasse,  whom  you  have  mentioned 

in 
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'in   the  course   of  your  examination, 
and  who  is  mentioned  in  one  of  the 

tetters  ^ 

A.  The  Rev.  Geo.  Henry  Gla^>e, 

©f^Hanwell. 

Q.   tiow   long  have  you  known 

Mr.  Glavse  ? 

A.  I  have  known  him  for  some 
years,  but  cannot   exacliy  say  how 

lon^.  - 

Q.  Has  Mr.  Giasse  ever  made  any 
applicalion  to  you  relative  to  church 
or  otiu'r  preferment  ? 

A.  Never  in  my  hfe. 

Q.  Or  you lo  him  ? 

A.  I  have  not  ;  1,  of  my  own  ac- 
cord, very  imprudently  promised  to 
Mrs.  Clarke,  that  if  she  could  pro- 
cure the  Deanery  of  Hereford  for 
Mr.  Giasse,  I  should  be  extremely 
happy- thai  she  should  do  so  ;  but  I 
never  told  Mr.  Giasse  of  it  till  I  think 
last  Saturday  wasse'ennight,  or  Mon- 
day was  se'nnigh(,and  then  Mr.Glasse 
was  exceedingly  enraged  that  Ishould 
have  taken  the  liberty  with  his  name. 

Q.  What,  induced  you  to  make 
that  application  ?  ^ 

A.  Tlie  very  great  friendship  I 
had  for  Mr.  Giasse,  and  not  conceiv- 
ing that  I  was  doing  that  which  was 
improper  at  the  lime,  or  1  would  not 
have  done  it. 

Q.    Did    you    offer    a   thousand 
pounds  ^    A^  I  did. 

Q.  And  did  it  without  Mr.  Glasse's 
knowledge? 

A.  Yes,  without  his  knowledge, 
upon  my  sacred  honour,  and  be  ne- 
ver knew  of  it  until  the  other  day. 
•  Q.  You  have  stated  that  you  would 
not  have  made  this  offer  if  yoii  had 
been  a:ware  that  the  transaction  had 
been  improper  ;  did  you  conceive 
the  other  transactions,  which  you  have 
stated  to  the  Committee  you  had 
in  hand,  to  be  proper  transactions  ? 

A.  I  knew  that  these  transactions 
pass  daily,  and  therefore,  I  thought 
that  there  was  nothing  so  very  liei- 
nous  in  the  crime  ;  but  I  certainly 
(did  not  conceive  it  altogether  proper. 

Q.  How  did  you  know  such  trans- 
actions pass  daily  ? 


A.  I  had  heard  that  .>uch  transac- 
tions passed. 

Q.  Do  you  know,  of  your  -own 
knowledge,  that  such ^  transactions 
pass  daily  ? 

A.  I  never  was  concerned  in  anj 
transaction  of  that  kind,  save  and  ex- 
cept the  business  of  Captain  Tonyn, 
whicfi  I  should  be  happ)  to  explain; 
I  believe  I  had  also  the  introduction 
of  Major  Shaw, 

Q.  Do  you  recal  to  your  mind  the 
recollection  of  any  other  transactions 
of  this  kind. 

A.  I  do  not. 
.  Q.  You  stated  at  the  conamence- 
ment  of  your  examination,  that  you. 
were  not  a  trafficker  in  places  under 
government ;  do  you  abide  by  that 
statement  now  ? 

A.  If  you  will  permit  me  io  ex- 
plain the  business  of  Captain  Tonyn,. 
1  shall  be  obliged  ;  but  further  than 
those  I  have  mentioned,  I  have  ne- 
ver trafficked  io  any  places  under 
government ;  if  I  had  i  would  not 
deny  it. 

Q.  Have  any  of  those  other  nego- 
clations  you  have  mentioned  to  the 
Committee,  been  carried  into  effect  ? 

A.   Not  one  through  me. 

Q.  Do  you  know  whether  those 
negociations  about  the  companies 
and  the  majorities  were  carried  into 
effector  not  ?  » 

A^  Not  one  of  them. 

Q.  \Vere  you  to  receive  any  remu- 
neration, supposing  the  negocialion 
had  been  effected  ? 

A.  Certainly, 

Q  Do  you  not  call  that  trafficking 
in  places  under  government  ? 

A.  I  will  leave  it  for  you,  e^^^ntle- 
men,   to  decide;  1  did  not  considec 

it  so. 

Q.  Are  those  the  only  transactions 
of  the  kind,  in  which  you  ever  in  youc 
l^fe  have  been  concerned  ? 

A.   I  believe  they  arv. 

Q.  Be  sure  whether  they  are  or 

not  ? 

A.  I  cannot  be  sure,  because  1  do 
not  recollect  any  other  j  if  I  did,  or 
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you  will  do  ?re  ihe   favour  to  point 
cm  any  olliers,  I  will  not  denv  tlum. 

Q.  How  long  have  )ou  knov\n 
Mrs.  Clarke  ? 

A.  1  knew  Mrs.  Clarke,  1  btlleve, 
in  the  year  1805. 

Q.  Have  you  kept  up  vour  ac- 
quaintance with  Mrs.  Clarke  Aorn 
that  lime  to  the  present  day  ? 

A.  I  had  not  seen  Mrs.  Clarke  till 

November   last,    for    nearly     three 

^ears;  more  than  two  years  however. 

Q.  You  had  not  seen  Mrs.  Clarke 
till  November  last,  since  her  separa- 
tion from  the  Duke  ol  York. 

A.  Yes. 

Q.  Were  vou  in  the  habit  of  see- 
ing  her  when  she  was  connected  vrith 
the  Duke  of  York  .' 

Ai  I  saw  her,    I   believe,    two  or 

three  times,  and  that  only  when  she 

-was    connected   with  the    Duke  of 

York,   or  at  least  when  she  lived  in 

Gloucester-place. 

Q.  Did  you  see  her  only  two  or 
three  times  in  the  course  of  your  life- 
time, before  the  month  ©1'  Novem- 
ber last  .? 

A.  I  presume,  in  the  course  of 
ray  lifetime,  that  I  may  have  seen  her 
half  a  dozen  times  before  November 
last,  for  she  lived  in  Burlington-street, 
at  a  Mr.  Russel  Manners'^,  and  1  saw 
her  there  twice. 

Q.  At  what  period  was  that  ? 

A.  That  I  suppose  must  have  been 
in  the  year  1806,  or  the  latter  end 
ot  1805  ;  it  was  after  She  was  sepa- 
rated from  the  Duke  of  York,  or  left 
Gloucester-place. 

Q.  How  did  your  acquaintance 
with  Mrs.  Clarke  begin  ? 

A.  My  acquaintance  with  Mrs. 
Clarke  commenced  in  consequence 
of  a  report  which  had  been  circulated 
that  J  was  the  author  of  some  scurri- 
lous paragraph.s  reflecting  on  his 
Royal  Highness  the  Duke  of  York  ; 
I  traced  it  to  Captain  Sutton,  an  ac- 
quaintance ot  Mrs.  Clarke's  ;  I  en- 
deavoured to  trace  them  out,  but  in 
vain.  I  iequ(?slcd  that  1  might  be 
introduced  to  Mrs.  Clarke  to  vindi- 
cate myself  5  I  never  had  wfii:en  a 


paragrdpli  ngainst  any  one  of  the 
Royal  Family  in  my  life,  and  that 
was  what  introdu-ced  me  to  Mrs. 
Clarke's  acquaintance. 

Q  You  have  stated  that  while  Mrs. 
Clarke  resided  in  Gloucester-place, 
yon  saw  her  throe  or  four  times  ; 
did  you  call  upon  iier  in  Gloucester* 
place  .'' 

A.  I  called  upon  her  three  or  fou^ 
times,  it  was  at  the  house  I  saw  her, 

Q.  Did  you  go  of  your  own  ac- 
cord ^ 

A.  I  went  of  my  own  accord,  hav- 
ing obtained  permission  to  see  her ; 
I  was  three  or  four  months  before  I 
could  obtain  permission  to  see  her,  so 
strong  was  the  impression  against  me 
as  being  the  author  of  those  para* 
graphs,  that  Mrs.  Clarke  would  not 
see  me,  nor  hear  my  name. 

Q.  How  often  did  you  see  Mrs. 
Clarke  when  you  called  at  Glouces- 
ter-place } 

A.   I  believ'e  three  different  times. 

Q.  When  you  saw  Mrs.  Clarke, 
did  you  go  of  your  own  accord,  or 
did  she  desire  you  to  come  } 

A."  She  never  desired  me  to  come 
that  I  know  of,  further  than  one  par- 
ticular period,  wl)ich  was  in  order  to 
inquire  the  description  of  Captain 
Tonyn. 

Q.  When  yoii  went  of  your  own 
accord,   with  what  view  did  you  go  ? 

A.  In  order  to  do  away  the  report 
that  I  had  been  the  author  of  these 
paragraphs  against  His  Royal  High- 
ness the  Duke  of  York. 

Q.  All  the  times  that  you  went 
you  went  with  that  view  ? 

A.  Twice  only,   I  believe  ;  I  ne- 
ver was  at  Mrs.  Clarke's  above  three  ' 
times  in  my  life  in  Gbucester-place* 

Q.  You  have  stated  that  you  called 
there  frequently  before  you  could  see 
Mrs.  Clarke,  and  that  you  then  call- 
ed three  dilferent  times,  and  saw 
Mrs.   Clarke  } 

A.  I  did  not  mention  that  I  had 
called  often  at  Mrs.  Clarke's,  and 
have  not  seen  her. 

Q.  Did  you  do  away  the  iraprcs- 

*     sion« 
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Sions  eiiterlained  against  you  at  your 
ilrsl  interview  with  Mrs.  Clarke  ? 
A-  Not  altogether. 
Q.  llow    many  interviews  were 
necessary  to  do  away  entirely   those 
impressions,'     A.  Two. 

Q.   Did  you  entirely  do  away  those 
impressions  in  two  interviews. 
A.  I  believe  I  did. 
Q.   With  what   view  did  you  call 
upon  Mrs.  Clarke  the  third  lime  you 
saw  her  ? 

A.  In  order  to  piocure  the  inser- 
tion of  some  letters  in  the  Morning 
Post. 

Q.  What  was  the  subject  of  those 
letters  ? 

A.  The  subject  ofthose  letters  was 

answers  to  the  letters  of  Belisariiis. 

Q.   Why  was  it  necessary  for  you 

to  go  to  Mrs.  Clarke,   to  procure  the 

insertion  of  those  letters  ? 

A.   Because  Mrs.  Clarke  had  ask- 
ed it  as  a  favour  of  me. 
Q.  To  do  what  ? 

A.  To  get  those  letters  inserted  in 
tlie  Morning  Post. 

Q.  Do  you  mean  to  say  that  you 
carried  those  letters  to  Mrs.  Clarke, 
because  Mrs.  Clarke  had  desired  you 
to  insert  them  in  the  Morning  Post  ? 
A.  I  did  not  carry  them  to  Mrs, 
Clarke  ;  i  received  them  from  Mrs. 
Clarke. 

Q,  Then  thf  third  time  you  went 
to  Gloucester  place,  you  went  to  get 
those  letters? 
A.  1  did. 

Q.  Did  yougothenof  your  ownac- 
cord,  (;r  by  the  desire  of  Mrs.Clarke? 
A.  At  the  desire  of  Mrs.  Clarke, 
I  believe  so  ;  it  is  really  so  long  since, 
that  1  cannot  say  whether  1  volun- 
teered ray  services  to  go  that  day  for 
those  letters,  or  whether  she  had  ap- 
pointed that  day  for  me  to  call  for 
those  letters  ;  i  did  call  for  those  1<^» 
ters,  and  t;ot  them  inserted  in  the 
Morning  Post. 

Q.  You  have  stRteclthat  though  you 
didnoi  traffic  incommissii)ns,yoohave 
had  a  hand  in  procuring  conimissions 
at  different  times  5  had  you  any  deal- 
ings of  that  sort  with  Mrs.  Clarke  or 
©thers,  at  the  lime  Mrs,  Clarke  liv  ed 


under  the  protection  of  the  Duke  of 
York  ? 

A.  I  never  had  any  transaction 
with  Mrs.  Clarke  as  to  any  commis- 
sion, eillier  direct  or  indirect,  till 
this  in  November,  of  three  compa- 
nies and  two  majorities. 

Q.  In  November  last,  did  you 
know  that  M  rs.  Clarke  was  no  longer 
connected  wiih  the  Commander  in 
Chief? 

A.  Mrs.  Clarke  informed  me  that 
she  had  been  long  at  variance  wiih 
the  Commander  in  Chief,  and  never 
should  be  connected  with  him  again 

Q.  How  came  you,  having  that 
knowledge,  to  apply  to  Mrs.  Clarke 
for  her  interest  for  promotions  ? 

A.  Not  with  any  view  to  her  in- 
terest with  His  Royal  Highness,  but 
Mrs.  Clarke  had  told  me  that  she  had 
great  interest  with  Members  of  Par- 
liament and  Generul  Officers,  that 
she  could  procure  recommendations 
of  the  different  colonels  of  the  regi- 
ments to  which  those  gentlemen  be- 
longed. 

Q.  Were  the  transactions  of  which 
you  have>poken^  the  only  transac- 
tions of  the  kind  in  which  you  have 
ever  been  concerned  ? 

A.  I  have  answered  that  question 
repeatedly. 

Q.  Have  you  ever  carried  on  any 
negociations  respecting  writershij)s 
to  India,  besides  that  which  has  been 
already  mentioned.     A.  I  have. 

Q.  How  many  ?     A.  One. 

Q.   In  behalf  of  whom  ? 

A.  I  cannot  charge  my  memory 
who  the  young  gentleman  was. 

Q:  At  what  time  f  ^  A.  Last  year. 

Q.  The  year  1808  ? 

A.  I  believe  it  was  ;  and  it  Was 
the  writership  that  Mr.  O'Hara  re- 
fused ;    that  same  writership. 

Q.  Did  you  succeed  in  that  nego- 
ciation  ?     A.I  did, 

Q.  What  money  was  paid  In  con- 
sequence of  that  ? 

A.  I  do  not  rf  collect ;  but  I  b«^ 
lieve  it  was3,6Q07. 

Q.  What  did  you  receive  in  con- 
sequence of  your  exertions  in  that  HW-f 
gociation-?     Af  250^, 
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Q.  From  whom  did  you  receive 
that  money  ? 

A.   From  Mr.  Tahoiirdin. 

Q.  To  whom  was  the  other  sum  of 
three  thousand  and  odd  pounds  paid  ? 

A.  To  Mr.  Tahourdin,  I  [)resnme, 
but  I  was  not  present  at  the  receipt 
oFthe  money. 

Q.  D<)  you  now  recollect  on  be- 
halt  of  whom  that  negocialion  was 
carried  into  effect  ? 

A.  No,  1  do  not  ;  but  I  could 
trace  it,  no  doubt. 

Q.  With    whom    did    you    treat 

for  it  ? 

A.  1  do  aol  krtow  the  name  of  the 
gentleman  with  whom  I  treated  for 
it  ;  I  did  not  expect  to  be  called  up- 
on, and  did  not  charge  my  memory. 
The  gentleman  was  a  stranger  at  the 

time. 

Q.  Have  you,  or  not,  been  con- 
cerned in  any  other  transactions  of 
this  kind  ? 

A.  i  do  not  recollect  any  other. 
Q.  Are  you  certain  that  you  have 
not  been  concerned  in  any  transac- 
tions of  this  kind  ? 

A.  I  am  not  certain  ;  but  I  do  not 
recollect  any  other.  I  do  not  be- 
lieve I  have. 

Q.  Are  you  certain  that  you  have 
not  been  concerned  in  any  transac- 
tions of  this  kiad  ? 

A.  I  could  almost  say  I  am  ;  but 
I  will  not. 

Q.  Have  you  ever  had  any  part  in 
negociating  acadetship  ? 

A.  I  do  not  recollect  any  cadet- 
ship  that  1  ever  have.  ^ 

Q.  If  you  are  not  in  the  habit  of 
concerning  yourself  in  matters  of  this 
sert,  it  is  very  extraordinary  that  you 
should  not  recollect :  try  to  recollect 
whether  you  have  had  any  concern 
in  negociating  for  cadetships  ? 

A.  I  do  not  recollect ;  1  may  have 
applied,  but  I  do  not  recollect  passing 
any  cadet. 

Q.  Do  you  make  a  habit  of  deal- 
ing in  things  of  this  nature  ? 

A.  I  have  made  no  further  habit 
of  it  than  that  which  1  have  already 
stated. 


Q.  Have  you  ever  had  any  con- 
cern in  a  negociation  for  procuring  d 
situation  in  the  Custom-House  ? 

A.  Mrs.  Clarke  informed  me  that 
she  had  interest  through  which  she 
could  appoint  a  Collector  of  the  Cus- 
toms, and  several  others.  I  men- 
tioned it  to  a  gentleman,  not  with  a 
view  to  bring  it  io  my  own  interest 
^t  ail. 

Q.  When  was  this  ? 

A.  In  November  or  December. 
Mr.  Wardlecari  inform  you. 

Q.  You  have  stated  that  you  con- 
cluded a  negociation  through  Mr. 
Tahourdin  for  a  wrilership  to  India; 
endeavour  to  recollect  the  name  "of 
the  young  gentleman  that  was  ap- 
pointed ? 

A.  I  cannot,  for  I  do  not  knovir 
thai  I  ever  knew  him. 

Q.  Cannot  you,  when  you  return 
to  your  ofiice,  find  out  the  name  and 
brinsr  it  to  llirs  Committee  ? 

A.  I  have  no  olnce. 

Q.  Cannot  you  when  you  return 
liome  to  your  own  house,  look  into 
your  books  and  find  the  name  of  the 
young  man  ? 

A.  I  cannot,  for  I  keep  no  books  ; 
I  am  not  confident  that  I  ever  knew 
the  name  of  the  young  gentleman. 

Q.  Have  you  no  memorandum  or 
slip  of  paper  ? 

A.  1  have  none  by  which  lean 

trace  it. 

Q.  Cannot  you  ascertain  by  what 
Director  the  young  man  was  ap- 
pointed ? 

A.  I  cannot,  for  I  never  knew. 

Q.  Do  you  know  that  any  Direc- 
tor, who  lakes  money  for  an  appoint- 
ment of  this  nature,  breaks  his  solemn 
oalh  which  he  takes  when  he  enters 
into  the  service  of  the  East  India 
CoiTipany  ? 

A.  1  presume  a  Director  may  dis- 
pose of  his  card  for  a  writership,  or 
a  cadetcy,  and  it  may  be  sold,  and 
the  Directors  know  nothing,  and  re- 
ceive no  emolument,  confiding  to  a 
gentleman  that  he  would  not  suspect 
of  f'oing  so. 

Q.  In  what  year  was  this  ? 

A.  It 
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A.  It  was,  I  believe,  last  year. 

Q.  To  what  Presidency  was  it  ? 

■^.  I  do  not  know. 

^.  You  have  said  that  you  pncp 
inadean;application  to  Mrs. Clarke,  in 
favour  of  Mr.  Glasse,  without  the 
icnovvledge  or  privity  of  Mr.  Glasse  ; 
if  the  application  in  favour  of  Mr. 
Glasse  had  succeeded,  by  whom  was 
^he  money  to  have  been  given  for  it  ? 

A.  By  me. 

Q.  Did  you  mean  to  pay  it  your- 
self out  of  friendship  for  Mr.  Glasse, 
without  any  hope  of  remuneration 
from  him  ? 

A.  I  did,  by  the  commissions  which 
TV  ere-  to  have  been  disposed  of.  I 
intended  Mrs.  Clarke  should  retain 
as  much  out  of  those  commissions  as 
would  have  paid  for  that  situation, 
provided  it  could  havtj  been  ob- 
tained. 

Q.  You  meant  to  make  a  present 
to  Mr.  Glasse,  fo  the  full  amount  of 
the  remuneration  you  v/ere  to  give 
to  Mrs.  Clarke  for  procuring  him 
some  Deanery,  or  whatever  the 
church  preferment  was  ?      A.  I  did, 

Q.  Which  of  the  applications  was 
the  first,  in  point  of  tiuie,  for  the  pre- 
ferment in  the  church,  or  for  Ihe  pre- 
ferment in  the  army  ? 

A.  The  preferment  In  the  army,  I 

believe,   took  place  in  November  ; 

some  other   situations   and  arrange- 

.inenls   Mrs.  Clarke  liad  made  were 

previous  to  that. 

Q.  Which  preceded,  in  point  of 
time,  the  application  for  the  captain- 
cies and  the  majorltieSj  or  for  Mr. 
Glasse  ? 

A.  1  believe  that  the  siluations 
Mrs.  Clarke  pointed  out  in  ihe  West 
Indies,  and  the  situation  that  sh,e 
pointed  out  at  home,  one  was  in  the 
Commissariat,  I  believe,  which  she 
said  she  coild  obtain  ;  and  the  other 
was  that  of  Landing  Waiter.  Tho^e 
were  the  situations  she  iirst  promised, 
which  she  said  the  Duke  of  Fori  land 
was  to  have  given  ;lo  her.  Out  pf 
those  commissions  it  was  that  she  was 
to  have  b^en  paid. 

Q>  Is  the  Committee  to  understand 


that  tho!?e  commissions,  of  which 
you  have  now  been  talking,  are  fresli 
commissions,  the  advantage  derived 
from  which  was  to  repay  tiie  1000/. 
.to  be  paid  for  Ihe  deanery  of  Mr. 
Glasse  ;  or  is  (heCommittee  to  under- 
stand that  the  advantage  proceed- 
ing from  the  captaincy,  and  the  ma- 
jority before  mentioned  were  to  pay 
it  ? 

A.  From  the  Commissariat  ap- 
pointment and  the  Landing  Waiter  j 
not  from  the  captaincy  and  majority. 

Q.  Then  this  Landing  Waiter  and 
Commissariat  are  new  appointments? 

A.  They  are  new  transactions. 

Q.  Not  before  stated  to  the  Com- 
mittee ? 

A.  I  forgot  to  state  them  to  the 
Cornmittee. 

Q.  At  the  outset  of  your  examina- 
tion, you  stated,  that  you  never  had 
trafficked,  direcily  or  indirectly,  for 
^ny  places  under  government  of  ariy 
description. 

A.  1  never  carried  any  into  effect. 

Q.  The  words  **  carried  into  ef- 
fect" were  not  put  in  ;  you  have  now 
enumerated  not  less  than  nine  situa- 
tions for  which  you  have  carried  on 
negociations;  you  also  stated,  that 
you  thought  the  crime  was  not  so 
heinous,  because  you  knew  the  prac- 
tice to  be  daily  taking  place  :  what 
practices  do  you  allude  to  which  you 
ki:iiew  were  daily  taking  place  ? 

A..  Tiie  disposal  of  commissions, 
I  believe,  has  been  generally  report- 
ed to  have  taken  place  ;  but  1  know 
not  any  which  took  place  which  1  had 
no  connection  or  concern  with  what- 
ever. 

Q.  Do  you  know  of  any  transac- 
tion so  taking  place,  in  which  you 
had  or  had  not  ct»ncern  ? 

A.  1  have  heard  of  things,  but  do 
not  know  of  any. 

Q.  You  do  not  know,  in  any  way, 
of  such  transactions  having  taken 
place  ? 

A.  I  have  heard  of  such  transac- 
tions. 

Q.  Do   you   know  of  such  trans- 
act iuns? 
X  ■>  ^  A.  The 
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A  The  transaction  of  Captain  To- 
nyn  I  beg  leave  lo  menlion  here ;  I 
must  allude  to  that  and  Major  Shaw  : 
I  did  not  understand  h"W  either  of 
those  were  carried  into  effect  till  last 
,  Novennber  ;  I  never  knew  that  Mrs. 
Clarke  was  concerned  in  Major 
Shaw's  bosiness  till  last  November ; 
Captain  Tonyn  was  gazetted  in  1804-, 
''and  iMrs.  Clarke,  in  18Q5  I  under- 
stood was  the  persctn  who  had  ob- 
tained that  promotion  for  Major 
Tonyn. 

Q.  Independently  of  that  case  of 
Major  Tonyn,  there  is  a  case  of  Ma- 
jor Shaw's,  of  which  you  have  heard? 

A.  I  heard  lasit  November  only. 

Q.  Du  you  know  of  any  other  be- 
sides MajorShawandCapiainTonyn? 

A.  I  do  not  recollect  any  other. 

Q.  Are  you  sure  you  do  not  know 
of  any  other  ? 
'        A.  I  do  not  recollect  any  other, 

Q.  Do  you,  or  do  you  not  know 
of  any  other'? 

A.  I  do  not  know  of  any  other 
that  I  recollect;  nor  do  I  believe 
that  1  recollect  any  other. 

Q.  Do  you  not  know  of  some 
others  ? 

A.  I  know  of  no  others  to  the  best 
of  my  knowledge  ;  if  I  did,  I  wonld 
mention  it,  but  I  d(^  not;  I  believe  I 
ktiow  of  no  other  whatever. 

Q.  You  have  said  positively  you 
know  of  no  othei  ?  A.  I  believe  not, 

Q.  You  have  said  once  positively 
you  knew  of  no  other ;  do  you  say 
positively  whether  you  knew  of  no 
other  ? 

A.  Do  you  mean  to  say  I  have 
been  concerned  with  others. 

Q,  Have  you  been  concerned  in 
any  other? 

A.  i\^ot  at  all. 

Q.  Do  )ou  not  know  of  any  other? 

A.  I  do  not,  to  the  best  of  my 
knowledge;  it  i>;  impossible  for  me 
to  charge  my  memory  :  I  l]ave  ^told 
you  every  thing  to  the  best  of  my 
knowledge  and  belief^. 

Q.  When  you  were  asked  concern- 
^    ing  certain  Custom-house    appoint- 
ments^ you  said  that  Colonel  Wardle, 


an  honourable  member  of  this  House, 
could  tell  about  them  ;  what  can  you 
say  of  Colonel  Wardle*s  knowledge 
of  those  appointments  ? 

A.  I  must  refer  to  Mrs.  Clarke  for 
that. 

Q.  What  has  Mrs.  Clarke  told  you 
relative  to  that  ? 

A.  That  she  could  procure  recom- 
mendations from  great  people,  and 
she  mentioned  the  name  of  Mr.  War- 
die  also,  not  as  the  person  that  w  ould 
recommend,  but  as  the  person  who 
knew  others  that  she  should  make 
acquainted  with  the  circumstance. 

Q.  What  other  persons,  besides 
Colonel  Wardle,  did  she  mention  as 
knowing  of  these  matters? 

A.  Not  as  knowing,  for' she  told 
me,  she  should  tell  Colonel  Wardle. 

Q.  You  said  Colonel  Wardle 
amongst  others,  who  were  the  others? 

A.  She  mentioned  that  she  should 
acquaint  Colonel  Wardle,  or  men- 
tioned his  name  upon  the  business, 

Q.  Who  was  the  person  with 
whom  you  negociated  in  the  last 
transaction  to  which  you  have  allud- 
ed, with  respect  to  the   writership  ? 

A.  Mr.  Tahourdin. 

Q.  You  stated  that  it  was  through 
him    the  money  was  paid,  was    he 
the   only    person   with   whom    you 
negociated  ? 

A.  He  was  the  person  who  pro- 
cured the  appointment,  but  from 
whom  I  cannot  say. 

Q.  Was  he  the  only  person  with 
whom  you  negociated,  or  had  any 
concern  or  dealing  in  this  transac- 
tion? 

A.  The  gentleman   who  obtained) 
the  introduction  for  his  young  friend, 
of  course  I   negociated  with  also,  asi 
I  introduced    ihera    together;  Mr. 
Tahourdin   and    that    gentleman,    I 
really  cannot   tell    the    genlleman*s 
name,  for  I  do  not  recollect  it  ;  but 
I  dare  say  Mr,  Tahourdin  would  fui«" 
nish  me  wiih  his  name. 

Q.  State  to  the  Committee  whe- 
ther you  first  applied  to  Mr.  Ta- 
hourdin, or  Mr.  Tahourdin  loyou  } 

A.  I  did  not  apply  to  Mr.  Tahour- 
din ^ 
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i3in ;  he  was  recommended  to  me  In 
consequence  of  a  letter  I  bad  from  a 
lady  in  Dublin,  to  procure  a  writer- 
ship  for  a  Mr.  O'Hara. 

Q.  Who  recommended  Mr.  Ta- 
hourdin  to  you  ? 

A.  Messrs.  Austen  and  Maunde 
recommended  him  to  me. 

Q,  Do  you  know  whether  that 
writcrship  was  the  subject  of  any 
advertisement  in   the  Newspapers? 

A.  Not  at  ail  that  I  know  of. 

Q.  Not  being  a  trafficker  in  places, 
but  yet  having  a  certain  tendency  to 
negociate  them,  and  to  take  a  pecu- 
niary advantage  by  them,  how  came 
you  not  to  apply  to  INIrs.  Clarke  while 
she  had  an  acquaintance  with  his 
Royal  Highness,  but  to  apply  after 
that  had  ceased  ;  and  when  her  con- 
nection with  the  Duke  of  Portland 
and  members  of  this  House  was  a 
little  more  distant  ? 

A.  I  have  already  explained  that 
business ;  it  was  merely  the  effect  of 
chance  ;  Mrs.  Clarke  sent  for  me, 
and  proposed  the  business  to  me  ;  it 
was  not  the  effect  of  my  application, 

Q.  At  what  number  in  Argyle- 
street  does  I\Ir.  Tahourdin  h've  ? 

A.  I  do  not  know,  but  hi's  name  is 
Upon  the  door. 


Q.  Did  Mr.  Tahourdin  receive 
the  nomination  of  the  wrliership  im- 
mediately from  the  Director,  or 
through  the  mediucn  of  a  third  per- 
son ? 

A.  I  never  asked  Mr.  Tahour- 
din from  whom  he  procured  it,  or  how 
he  procured  it. 

Q  Is  the  lady  who  applied  to  you 
on  behalf  of  Mr.  O'Hara,  an  ac- 
quaintance o£  your's  ? 

A.  She  is. 

Q.  You.  have  stated,  that  you  savr 
nothing  of  Mrs.  Clarke  from  the  mid- 
dle of  the  year  1S06,  till  last  No- 
vember; was  that  interruption  ia 
your  intercourse  occasioned  by  any 
difference  that  you  had  together? 

A.   Not  the  least. 

Q.   What  was  it  owing  to  ? 

A.  Because  I  had  no  acquaintance 
with  Mrs.  Clarke  further  than  I  have 
already  stated ;  I  never  saw  her 
more  (Jlan  four  times  previous  to  her 
separation  from  his  Royal  Highness 
the  Duke  of  York. 

\_TJie  tvitness  was  directed  to  zvitli- 
draiv;  the  Chair jnan  luas  directed  to 
report  progress,  and  ash  leave  to  sil 
a^ain.1 
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FIFTH  DAY. 

FRIDAY,    FEBRUARY    IGth. 


UroN   the   motion  of  Mr.  Wardle,  the  House  resolved  itsel 
into  a  CoDomittee  of  the  whole  House  to  consider  further  of  th.^ 
conduct  of  his  Royal  Highness  the  Duke  of  York  ;   ^'.Ir.  Whartoi 
in  the  chair. 

Mf.  Waedle,   previous  to  proceeding  to   the  investigation 
conceived  it  requisite  to  allude  to  one  or  two  circumstances  witt 
reference  to  the  past.     The  first  referred   to  the  letter  pioducec 
last  night  from  Mrs.  Clarke  to  Mr.  Donovan,  relative  to  Captair 
Tuck,  and  in  which  the  name  of  Mr.  Finneriy  was  introduced.    He 
had  before  stated  to  the  House,  that  he  had  never  held  any  com- 
munication whatever  with  the  latter  gentleman,  but  twice  ;  and  he 
had  now  to  repeat,   that  he    had  never   received  any  information 
whatever  from  him  relative  to  Captain  Tuck.     Having  said  this,  he 
could  not  but  feel  it  most  unpleasant,  where  he  was  conscious  that 
he   was  actuated   by  the  purest  motives  in    the    conduct  be  was 
pursuing,  that  he  was  still   to   hear  insinuations  repeated  against 
him  ;  and  he  ardently  wished  Mr.  Finnerty  might  be  called  to  the 
bar  oF  that   House,  and  examined  -on  the  subject.     At  the  same 
time  he  could  not  but  remark  upon  certain  observations  made  on 
n  former  night  by  a  right  hon.  friend  of  his  (Mr.  Sheridan),  who, 
though  he  expressed  his  conviction  that  his  motives  were  pure,  yet 
had  thought  proper  to   arraign  his  conduct  in  keeping  bad  com- 
pany,  and  sufiering  himself  tobe  the  dupe  of  a  conspiracy.     He 
assured  that  geiulemen  he  kept  no  company  he  need   be  ashamed 
of,  or  was -afraid  to  avow.     He  therefore  did  not  believe  he  meant 
to  the  extent  of  what  his  expressions  seemed  to  imply;  still  less  did 
he  bdjeve  he  had  ijitended  to  give  him  up,  as  he  had  been,  to  the 
lash  of  a  Ministerial  Print.     If  the  right  hon.  gentleman  would  be 
so  good   as  to  name   the  persons  to  whom  he  alluded,  lie  would 
cheerfully  give  him  every  iuforination  in  his  power  on  the  subject, 
and  help  to  bring  them  forward  if  found  deserving  of  it.     The  next 
subject  to  which  he  wished  to  advert,  related  to  a  witness  (Miss 
I'aylor)  who  had  been  examined  last  night;  he  had  inquired  con- 
cerning her,  and  had  found  her  character  to  be  respectable.     She 
v/as  the  daughter  of  a  gentleman,  and  had  two    brothers  in  the 
army,  and   one  in  the  navy.     When  he  spoke  to  her  on   the  ne- 
'jessity  of  giving  her  testinion}^  she  declared,  if  it  must  be  so,  she 
would"  spejik  the  truth,  but  at"  the  same  time  it  would  be  her  utter 
riiin. 

Mr. 
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Mr.  Lockhart  spoke  to  order.  He  conceived  it  to  be  'trliolly 
irregular  to  be  making  comments  on  the  evidence,  which  should, 
be  reserved  for  a  future  opportunity. 

IVIti.  Wardle  seemed  to  be  about  to  resume  bis  observations, 
when  he  was  again  called  to  order  by  Mr.  Perceval,  who  suggested 
the  impropriety  of  discussing  the  merits  of  each  witness  singly,  in- 
stead of  reserving  his  observations  till  the  whole  of  the  evidence 
had  been  gone  through. 

Mr.  Sheridan  conceived,  that  however  the  latter  part  of  ubat 
the  hon.  gentleman  had  said  might  not  be  strictly  regular,  yet  the 
former  part  was  clearly  right,  as  he  was  only  rescuingjiimself  from 
imputations  which  he  had  conceived  had  been  cast  upon  him,  and 
he  had  an  undoubted  right  to  call  Mr.  Finnerty,  or  any  one  else 
he  pleased  for  the  purpose  of  clearing  his  character. 

Mr.  Wardle  assured  the  right  hon.  gentleman,  he  had  never 
received  the  note  from  him  to  which  he  had  alluded  on  a  former 
night.  He  had,  however,  brought  in  his  pocket  the  letters  from 
Mr.  Donovan  to  Mrs.  Clarke,  so  often  alluded  to,  which  he  had 
obtained  from  that  ladv,  and  which  he  w'ished  to  have  submitted 
to  that  House. 

Mr.  Sheridan  claimed  the  indulgence  of  the  House  in  reply- 
to  some  of  the  observations  of  the  hon.  gentleman.  He  trusted 
they  would  give  him  credit  when  he  asserted  that  there  was  no  maa 
less  in  the  habits,  on  the  one  hand,  of  making  insinuations,  or  on 
the  other  of  retracting  any  thing  he  had  said  ;  and  he  assured  the 
hon.  gentleman  he  had  not  used  the  word  conspiracy  in  bis  ob^ 
servations.  It  was  certainly  true,  that  from  his  friendship  for  him, 
from  the  many  happy  hours  they  had  spent  together  in  their  more 
youthful  days,  he  had  sent  the  note  alluded  to;  but  he  had  foun4 
upon  inquiry  that  it  had  never  been  delivered.  With  regard  to 
the  effect  produced  by  his  conduct,  he  had  found  it  was  felt  by  the 
House,  when  he  attempted  to  delay  going  into  iiis  proofs,  after 
bringing  forward  his  charges.  W^iat  he  had  said  upon  that  oc- 
casion was  only  the  truth,  that  in  their  transactions,  Captain 
Huxley  Sandon  and  Colonel  rrench  were  one  and  the  same;  and 
that  Colonel  French  was  not  at  all  necessary  to  support  the  charge; 
and  the  evidence  proved  him  to  be  right  in  the  assertion.  It  was 
certain!}'  a  disagreeable  situation  to  be  called  on  to  point  out  ob- 
jectionable characters,  but  after-it  appeared  that  he  had  supped 
in  company  with  Vlr.  M'Culium,  he  should  not  be  surprised  at 
his  beina:  suspected  of  bavins:  bad  advisers;  he  had  indeed  advised 

f  .  or  o  .  '  ...... 

hnn  not  to  seem  to  make  a  run,  as  it  were,  at  so  distinojuished  a 
character,  but  rather,  by  treading  cautiously,  to  be  sure  of  the 
ground  over  v  hich  he  moved.  For  his  own  part,  he  declared  he 
would  conduci  hiinseh"  throughout  the  inquiry  with  the  utmost  im- 
partiality, vviihout  favour  or  aiiection,  however  exalted  the  rank 
ol  the  parties  mi<i,ht  be. 

Sir  Arthur  WELLESLYbore  testimony  to  the  claims  of  Cap- 
tain Tuck  to  promotion,  from  the  length  and  variety  of  his  past 
services. 

t  ,  (M.t. 
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(Mr.   Wardle  ivas  then  examined  as 
J'olloxis:) 

Q.  Are  those  the  letters  Mrs. 
Clarke  alludes  to  in  her  letter  lo 
Mr.  Donavan,  in  which  she  says, 
**  I  mast  be  candid  and  tell  you, 
that  in  order  to  facilitate  some  ne- 
giK-iation,  I  have  given  him  a  few 
t>i  vour  letters  ?'' 

A.  Those  are  part  of  the  letters  I 
liad  from  Mrs.  Clarke. 

Q.  Are  those  the  letters  to  which 
(his  letter  of  ?vlrs.  Clarke  alludes? 

A.  It  is  impossible  1  can  answer 
that. 

Q.  Are  those -all  the  letters  of 
?.fr.  Donovan's  you  received  Irom 
1-Irs.  Clarke? 

A.  To  the  best  of  mv  recollection, 
all,  except  some  letters  of  Mr.  Do- 
novan's that  apply  to  the  commis- 
sions that  I  examined  about  last 
right,  to  be  backed  by  a  I\l ember  of 
Farliament. 

Q.  Did  you  obtain  the  letters  of 


Mr.  Donavan  all  at  once  from  Mrs# 
Clarke,  or  at  different  times  ? 

A.  At  different  times  ;  th^  letters 
I  have  now  given  in,  I  obtained  in 
the  way  I  before  stated  to  the  House. 

Q.  These  are  part  of  those  which 
3'ou  took  away  without  her  consent  ? 

A.  That  1  took  away,  as  I  before 
stated. 

Q.  Was  it  with  her  consent  or 
against  her  consent,  that  you  took 
away  those  letters  ? 

A.  I  have  before  stated  how  I 
took  them,  I  took  them  from  her  ta* 
ble ;  she  said  I  must  not  take  them, 
or  must  not  use  them,  or  something 
to  that  effect. 

(5»Ir.  Jeremiah  Donovan  zvas  called 
in  and  examined.) 

Q.  State  whether  those  letters  itk 
the  hands  of  the  clerk  are  your  hand- 
writinti;  ? 

A.  They  are.. 
[Ihe    xiitness  was  directed    to   with- 

draiv.'\ 


[The  Letters  were  then  read,  and  were  as  follows  :] 

**  Charles-street,  St.  James's-square, 
"  Dear  Madam,  October  8th,  l8o8. 

"  The  Deanery  of  Hereford  is  vacant,  ai:>d  in  the  sole  gift  of  the 
Puke  of  Portland  ;  can  you  procure  it  for  the  Rev.  G.  H.  Glasse  ?  I 
would  mvsclf,  unknown  to  him,  give  1000/.  for  it.  It  must  be  filled 
by  next  ISaturday  at  least,  so  a  gentleman,  who  has  just  given  me  the 
information,  said.  Mr.  G.  is  my  most  particular  friend,  and  I  would 
make  great  sacrifices  to  serve  him  ;  he  is  not  in  town  at  present.  I 
can  with  confidence  assure  you  he  is  a  very  good  scholar,  a  man  of 
goad  fortune,  and  an  extyuordinary  kmAfriaid^  of  excellent  connec- 
tions, well  known  to  the  Dukes  of  Cumberland  and  Cambridge.  He 
is  lector  of  Hanwell,  Middlesex.  His  town  house  No.  10,  Sackville- 
sl.cet. 

*'  The  money  will  be  deposited  on  Wednesday  next,  for  the  Land- 
ing-Waiter's place. 

"  An  Inspector  of  the  Customs,  whose  duty  is  rowing  in  a  boat 
about  the  river,  visiting  and  placing  officers  on  board  different  ships,  is 
about  to  be  superannuated  ;  the  salary  is  400/.  per  annum  ;  I  am  applied 
to  for  the  appoiniment,  on  the  resignation  taking  place  :  lOOU/.  iS' 
offered  for  it. 

Yours  very  truly, 
"  Mrs.  Clarke."  J.  Dokovan." 
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**  Charles-Street,  St.  JamesVsquare, 
<*  Dear  Madam,  October  20th,    1 808. 

"  Some  friends  of  the  Rev.  T,  Baseley,  M.  A.  are  extremely  desi- 
rous of  procuring  for  him  promotion  in  the  church;  and  it  appears  to 
them  a  very  favryurable  opportunity,  the  vacancy  ot  the  Deanery  of 
Salisbury,  to  make  application  to  the  Duke  of  Portland  ;  and  in  order 
to  secure  an  interesi  without  his  knowledge,  a  party  of  Ladies,  at  the 
head  of  whom  is  Lady  Cardigan,  have  subscribed  a  sum  of  money, 
3000  guineas,  which  is  ready  to  be  deposited  to  carry  into  execution 
their  intended  plan. 

*'  Mr.  Baseley  is  well  known  to  his  Grace,  and  was  particularly 
recommended  to  Her  Majesty  by  Lady  Cardigan,  on  the  publication 
of  his  pamphlet,  *  The  Claims  of  the  Roman  Catholics  consiituii- 
onally  considered,  &c.  &c.*  This  chaplain  to  the  Duke  of  Glou- 
cester, and  the  Bishop  of  Lincoln,  went  zcith  His  Grace  upon  some 
occasion  to  serve  the  Marquis  of  Titchheld  ;  would  be  very  strongly 
recommended  by  many  persons  of  fashion,  the  Bishops  of  Norwicli 
and  Salisbury.  I  have  a  letter  from  each  to  Mr.  Baseley  in  my  posses* 
sion,  which  would  shew  the  estimation  in  which  he  is  held  by  them. 
The  Ladies  are  very  anxious,  and  at  the  same  time  desirous  that  he 
should  not  know  through  what  channel  the  money  is  raised,  much 
less  the  application,  nor  do  they  wish  to  know  any  thing  further  than 
that  he  shall  succeed,  and  then  to  agreeably  surprise  him  ;  or  rather 
that  his  Grace,  without  any  preface,  should  have  the  v^'hole  merit  of 
having  selected  so  worthy  a  man  to  fiil  the  vacancy.  Your  answer 
w\\\  oblige,  your's  very  truly, 

J.  Donovan". 

"  Lord  M,  and  Mrs.  J«.  are  in  town." 

**  Charles-street,  St.  James's-Square, 
*'  Dear  Madam,  Nov.  l6th,  1808. 

**  The  place  of  Inspector  of  the  Customs  is  now  vacant  by  the 
death  of  Mr.  Booty,  and  I  learn  that  the  Queen  and  the  Duke  of 
Dorset  are  about  to  apply  for  it.  I  hope  you  will  procure  it  for  Mr. 
Henry  Tobln,  the  gentleman  you  were  so  good  to  say  you  would 
serve  when  an  opportunity  offered.  I  will  do  myself  the  pleasure  of 
waiting  on  you  whenever  you  will  appoint  on  the  subject.  Can  you 
procure  the  Payinastership  to  a  second  battalion  for  ^ool,  } 

Your's  very  truly, 
*' Mrs.  Clarke."  '         J.Donovan." 

**  Dear  Madam,  <'  Dec.  I4,   I808. 

*'  I  regret  much  that. I  had  not  the  pleasure  to  see  you  on  Saturday 
evening.  It  was  the  only  time  I  had  been  out  since  Tuesday,  and  I 
have  suffered  considerably  in  consequence,  from  my  wound. 

*'  I  am  daily  applied  to  for  the  particulars  of  the  appointment  at 
Savannah  La  Marr.  Is  it  a  Surveyor  of  Customs  and  Landing 
Waiter?  Is  the  salary  1300/.  per  annum,  or  how  much  is  the  salary, 
and  from  what  do  the  perquisites  arise?     Is  the   1300/.  sterling,  or 

^0,7,  y  Jamaica 
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Jamaica  currency  ?  What  is  the  duty  ?  Can  you  procure  the  Landing-. 
Waiter's  place  in  January  next  ? 

*'  The  Paymaster  second  battalion  ? 

*«  Relative  to  the  letters.  I  am  in  part  ready,  and  wish  to  consult 
with  you  relative  to  them.  I  shall  be  at  home  this  evening,  and,  if 
able  ro  bear  the  inotioa  of  a  carriage,  dine  in  your  neighborhood  to- 
inorrow. 

I  remain,  dear  Madam, 

Yours  very  truly, 
«'  Mrs.  Clarke.''  J:  Donovan." 


**  Charles-street,  St.  JarnesVsquare, 

*<  Dear  Madam,  Dec.  23d.  1808. 

**  I  am  daily  plagued  about  the  Savannah  La  Marr  appointment ; 

also  respecting  the  Landing  Waiter's,  the  second  battalion  Paymas- 

tership,  and  the  Conimissaryship.     Pray  let  me  hear  from,   or  see  you, 

on  the  subject  of  the  Savannah  business  partici^iarly. 

"  Mrs.  Howes  requesied  me  to  thank  you  in  her  natne  for  your 
kindness,  and  have  got  into  disgrace  for  not  having  done  so  sooner, 
and  for  not  letting  her  know  when  you  called  last. 

Yours  very  truly, 
"  Mrs.  H.  sends  her  compliments."  J.  Donovan." 

**  Mrs.  Clarke." 

The  Attorney  General  then  stated,  that  he  had  just  re- 
ceived a  letter  from  General  Clavering,  mentioning,  that  as  Mrs, 
Clarke  had  alluded  to  his  name  in  her  testunonv,  he  was  desirous 
of  being  examined  at  the  bar  as  to  tlie  leason  of  his  calling  at  her 
house,  and  that  his  statement  would  tend  to  invalidate  her  veracity. 
He  therefore  proposed  that  General  Ciavering  should  be  called,  if 
such  were  the  pleasure  of  the  Committee. 

Some  discussion  took  place  on  this  point,  his  evidence  being  obr^ 
jected  to  in  tlie  present  stage  of  the  proceedings. 

I'he  Speaker  stated,  thai  he  knew  not  upon  v/hat  ground  that 
letter  could  be  read  as  evidence,  but  it  might  be  a  suthcient  i^round 
to  admit  the  testimony  of  a  witness  wishing  to  be  examined  on  the 
siihject. 

'  General  Ciavering  was  then  called,  but  he  was  not  found  in  at- 
tendance. 

The  Committee  then  proceeded  to  the  examination  of  a  former 
witness,  ^hom  Mr.  AVaidie  stated  was  desirous  of  making  some  al- 
teration in  his  evidence;  that  witness  was  Mr.  Pearson,  late  butler 
to  Mrs.  Clarke. 

(By  Mr.  Vv'aPvDle.^ 

Q.  Do  you  recollect  the  period  at  vvhich  his  Royul  Highness  the  Com- 
mander ill  Chief  and  I'drs.  Clarke  left  I^ondon,  in  the  summer  of  1S05  ••' 

This  examination  was  objected  to  by  Mr.  Perceval  and  Mr. 
YoRKE,  who'urged,  that  if  the  purpose  of  recalling  this  witness 
was  to  rectify  his  evidence^  he  ought  to  licar  his  former  testimony 

read 
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read  over.     This  proposal  was  agreed  to,  arid  tlie  witness  was  re- 
called. 


([David   Pier>!ON   examined  hj   the 

Chairman.') 
[The  evidence  gr.en  by  the  witness 
on  the  7  th  instant,  being  read.] 

Q.  Is  there  any  part  of  that  evi- 
dence, »n  which  you  wish  to  make 
any  observation  or  alteration,  or 
any  addition  ? 

A.  No  alteration.  On  the  night 
that  the  Duke  of  York  went  to 
WeymoLith,  about  eleven  o'block  at 
night.  1  was  sent  out  to  get  a  bill 
changed  :  I  went  out,  and  got  it 
changed,  and  brought  it  in,  and  re- 
turned it  to  Mrs.  Clarke;  she  looked 
it  over,  and  said  it  was  all  ri.",ht. 
The  Duke  of  York  was  present  when 
I  gave  the  hill  to  Mrs.  Clarke,  and 
received  it  from  RJrs.  Clarke. 

(^Bi/Mk.  Sturges Bourne.) 

Q.  With  whom  have  you  had  any 
conversation,  respecting  the  evi- 
dence you  gave  when  you  were  here 

last .'' 

A.   Not  any  body. 

Q.  Have  you  spoken  with  nobody 
about  it  ? 

A.  With  nobody ;  I  have  not 
spoken  to  any  one  about  it. 

Q.  Have  you  seen  Mrs.  Clarke, 
since  you  gave  your  evidence  here 
last  ?— A.  No,  I  have  not. 

Q.  Did  you  see  Sirs.  Clarke, 
when  you  retired  from  the  bar  on 
the  former  day  ! 

A.  1  saw  her,  but  I  did  not  speak 
to  her. 

Q.  Did  she  speak  to  you  .? 

A.  She  just  bowed  her  head,  and 
said,  **  Pierson;"  I  said,  "  I  have 
been  examined.  Ma'am." 

Q.  Did  she  say  any  thing  else  to 
you? — A.   Not  any  thing. 

Q.  Are  you  positive  that  no  other 
per-on  has  spoken  to  you  on  the 
subject  of  the  evidence  you  gave 
here,  or  you  to  them  ? 

A.  I  metLudovvick  in  the  Park, 
<Hid  he  asked  me ;  lie  said    that  1 


might  be  mistaken,  yet  he  could  not 
recollect  any  thing  about  it. 

Q.  Was  that  all  that  passed  be- 
tween you  and  Lodowick  .? 

A.  It  was  all  that  passed  between 
him  and  me,  except  he  said  that  I 
must  make  a  mistake  ;  that  there 
was  a  bill  brought  down  one  morning 
in  his  presence,  of  iOl.  by  Mrs.  Fa- 
vourite, and  given  to  a  girl  to  go  out 
and  get  change ;  and  he  thought  1 
must  have  made  a  mistake  about 
that  bill.  ' 

Q.  Did  not  you  make  a  commu- 
nication to  Mr.  Wardle,  or  speak  to 
him,  to  say  that  you  wished  to  alter 
your  evidence  ? 

A.  I  called  upon  Mr.  Wardle^ 
and  told  Mr.  Wardle  about  the  bill 
that  I  received  from  Mr^.  Clarke^ 
and  went  and  got  change  for,  and 
returned  tliat  night,  in  the  presence 
of  the  Duke  of  York;  I  told  Mr, 
Wardle  that  I  had  done  that. 

Q.  What  was  the  amount  of  the 
bill  you  got  change  for  .•' 

A.  1  think  100^.  but  I  am  not  cer- 
tain. 

Q.  Do  you  adhere  to  your  former 
statenxent,  that  you  had  spoken  to 
no  person  on  this  subject  suice  you 
were  examined  in  this  House  ? 

A.  I  have  not  spoken  to  any  per* 
son  since  I  was  examined. 

Q.  Wliere  did  you  get  that  bill 
changed  ? 

A.  I  got  it  changed  at  Mr.  By- 
field's  and  Mr.  Bridgeman's ;  Mr^ 
Bridgeman  and  his  wife  changed  it 
for  me,  confectioners  in  Vere-street. 

Q.  Are  Byfieid  and  Bridgeman 
partners  ? 

A.  I  believe  ihey  are. 

Q.  Did  you  try  to  get  that  biH 
changed  at  any  other  place  ? 

A.  Yes  ;  I  went  to  Mr.  Stevens's 
in  Bond-street,  and  tried  there,  but 
they  could  not  do  it  for  me ;  they 
sent  out,  but  could  not  db  it  for 
nie. 

Q,  Hovr 
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Q.  How  long  have  you  left  Mrs. 
Clarke's  service  ? 

A.  It  is  three  years  ago  now. 

Q.  Have  you  seen  her  frequently 
since  you  quitted  her  service  ? 

A.  I  never  saw  her  before  I  saw 
her  at  this  House. 

Q.  Did  not  you  see  Mrs.  Clarke 
in  her  chariot  a  day  or  two  before 
you  gave  youi^ evidence  at  this  bar, 
or  on  the  very  day  in  which  you 
gave  your  former  evidence  ? 

A.  The  day  before  she  sent  for 
me  into  Baker-street,  where  she 
was  in  her  carriage,  to  ask  me, 
whether  ever  1  had  changed  any  bill, 
or  knew  any  bill  changed  :  I  said,  I 
recollected  I\Irs.  Favourite  giving  a 
bill  to  Ludowick,  and  his  going  and 
getting  the  bill  changed,  and  bring- 
ing it  back  again  ;  and  how  I  had 
taken  a  bill  from  her  the  night  the 
Duke  of  York  went  to  Weymouth, 
and  got  her  change,  and  brought  it 
back  again ;  she  asked  me  the  a- 
wiount  of  it,  and  I  could  not  tell 
her ;  and  she  said  she  recollected 
that  very  well. 

Q.  Have  you  made  any  comnmni- 
cation  to  Mrs.  Clarke  since  that  pe- 
riod, pr  do  you  know  how  it  was 
communicated  to  her  that  you  meant 
to  alter  your  evidence  ? 

A.  I  have  not  seen  or  made  any 
inquiry  or  any  thing  to  Mrs.  Clarke, 

{By  Lord  Folkstone.) 

Q.  How  do  you  account  for  the 
circumstance,  that  at  your  last  exa- 
mination you  did  not  recollect  the 
particulars  wliich  you  have  now  re- 
lated to  the  Committee  ? 

A.  I  had  a  very  bad  head-ach  ; 
and  when  I  have  the  head-ach  it 
affects  my  memory,  that  I  am  very 
forgetful,  and  I  did  not  think  of  it: 
and  at  the  same  time,  when  I  was 
asked  about  the  Duke's  servant,  I 
thought  I  must  not  answer,  as  I  was 
Mrs.  Clarke's  servant ;  or  I  had 
thoughts  of  it  then,  but  as  1  wus  not 
asked,  I  vi-ished  rather  to  withdraw. 

Q.  Are  you  labouring  under  that 
au^'eriDg  at  the  prese«it  moment  ? 


A.  Not  now, 

(By  Mr.  Perceval.) 

Q.  Then  it  was  not  merely  from 
the  defect  of  memory  occasioned  by 
your  head-ach  that  you  did  not 
state  the  circumstance  on  your  for- 
mer examination  ? 

A.  Yes,  it  was  from  that  that  I 
did  not  recollect  it ;  being  a  strai>- 
ger,  and  never  at  the  bar  before,  I 
did  not  know  what  to  say. 

Q.  Did  you  recollect  at  the  time 
that  you  were  here  before,  what  you 
have  stated  .? 

A.  1  had  some  recollection,  but  I 
could  not  tell  the  sum  of  the  bill,  or 
any  thing  ;  but  I  have  since  recol- 
lected, that  I  believe  the  bill  I 
changed  that  night  at  eleven  o'clock, 
was  100/.  or  thereabouts. 

Q.  Did  you  know  before  you 
came  to  the  bar  this  evening,  that 
you  were  to  be  re-examined  upon 
this  point  ? 

A.  No,  I  did  not. 

Q.  Do  you  recollect  what  time  of 
the  night  it  was  that  the  Duke  of 
York  set  off  to  Weymouth,  on  the 
night  this  was  changed  ? 

A.  Near  one  o'clock  in  the  morn- 
ing- 

{By  Mr.  Fuller.) 

Q.  Did  you  not  know  when  you 
were  the  last  tune  at  this  bar,  that 
you  were  to  tell  the  truth  ? 

A.  I  have  told  the  truth,  to  the 
best  of  my  knowledge. 

{By  Mr.  Bar  ham.) 

Q.  How  could  you  state  that  you 
had  spoken  with  nobody  on  the  sub- 
ject of  the  evidence  you  have  yven 
before,  when  you  immediately  atter- 
wards  declared  you  had  spoken  both 
with  Mr.  Wardle  and  Ludowick  ? 

A.  I  did  not  think  what  1  said 
then. 

{By  Colonel  Vereker.) 
Q.   How  do  you  reconcile  your 
memory,   being  so  perfect  in  every 
olhef  part  oi  the  Irausaction,  and 
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not  so  perfect  as  to  the  amount  of 
the  note  you  got  changed  ? 

A.  I  am  not  certain  of  the 
amount  of  the  note,  no  further  than 
I  think,  to  the  best  of  my  recollec- 
tion, it  was  100/. 

{By  Mr.  A.  Smith.) 

Q.  Do  you  know  a  Miss  Taylor  ? 

A.  I  have  seen  her  at  Mrs. 
Clarke's. 

Q.  Was  she  fre:]ueutly  at  Mrs. 
Clarke's  ? 

A.  She  was  frequently  at  Mrs. 
Clarke's. 

Q.  Was  she  ever  there  when  the 
Duke  of  Yo/k  was  there,  and  in  his 
campanv  ? 


A.  I  believe  not,  I  do  not  recol- 
lect to  have  seen  her  in  his  company ; 
she  might  have  been  in  the  house. 

Q.  Was  she  usually  part  of  the 
society  when  the  Duke  of  York 
was  there  ? 

A.  J  never  saw  her  in  company 
with  the  Duke  of  York. 

Q.  \Vas  she  very  inHmate  with 
Mrs.  Clarke  ? 

A.  1  believe  very  intimate. 

{By  Mr.  Fuller.) 

Q.  Are  your  head-achs  of  such  a 
nature  as  to  require  medical  aid  } 

A.  No. 

[The  witness  was  directed  to  with^ 
draw.] 


Mr.  Sheridan  observed,  there  had  been  attempts  to  invalidate 
the  testimony  of  this  witness,  yet  he  did  not  observe  that  he  had 
contradicted  his  evidence  at  all. 

Mr.  Perceval  objected  to  taking  up  time  in  making  comments 
in  this  stage  of  the  business. 

Mr.  Sheridan  added,  that  he  was  not  making  comments,  but 
was  only  observing  on  the  mode  of  examination  adopted  by  the 
Committee  ;  and  if  he  thought  that  mode  olijectionable,  he  saw 
BO  reason  why  he  should  not  state  his  sentiments  in  the  course  of 
the  examination  ;  and,  in  doing  so,  it  was  necessary  the  witness 
should  v/ithdraw.  If  Misstatement,  as  to  the  amount  of  the  note, 
be  doubted,   why  not  call  Bridgeman  or  his  wife  to  the  bar  ? 

Mr.  Fuller—"  1  think  I  have  a  right  to  put  a  question  to  the 
witness,  for  the  purpose  of  knowing  if  he  had  any  medical  aid 
for  that  deficiency  of  memory  he  has  shewn  on  tins  occasion  f  " 
(No,  no,  ml).      "  "  ' 


[The  witness  was  again  called  in.] 
Q.  What  did   you    understand  to 
be  the  real  profession  of  Miss  Tay- 
lor ? 

A.  I  am  quite  a  stranger  to  it. 

(By  Lord  Folkstone.) 

Q.  Do  you  ever  recollect  Miss 
Taylor  dining  in  corppany  with  Mrs. 
Clarke  at  Gloucester-place  ? 

A.  Yes,   I  do. 

Q.  Did  the  Duke  ever  dine  there 
at  the  same  time  ?    A.   No. 

[The  witness  was  directed  to  with- 
draw.! 


(BRIGAI?IER-GENERALCLAVEaiN"G,tt'fl5 

next  callt'd  in,  and  examined  b:/  th^ 
Attorney  General.) 

Q.  Have  you  sent  a  letter  to  nie 
(the   Attorney-General)    this   even- 


ing 


A.  I  did  st). 

Q.  Desiring  that  you  might  be 
exainined  ? 

A.   I  did  so. 

Q.  When  did  you  first  know  Mrs, 
Clarke  ? 

A.  I  believe  it  was  about  six: 
years  ago  ;  I  am  not  exactly  precise 
as  to  the  date. 


Q..  For 
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Q.  For  what  purpose  did  you  call 
at  Mrs.  Clarke's  liouse  recently  ? 

A.  It  was  in  conseqvience  of  a  re- 
port that  I  heard,  that  every  person 
in  town  with  whom  Mrs.  Clarke 
had  ever  had  any  conversation,  was 
to  be  called  before  this  honourable 
House  for  the  purpose  of  pledgnig  to 
her   veraciCy,   and  I    heard   among 


others  that  my  name  was  intro- 
duced ;  I  accordingly  addressed  i 
letter  to  an  honourable  member  o 
this  house,  Colonel  Wardle,  a  cop3 
of  which  letter  I  have  in  my  pocket 
if  it  is  necessary  to  produce  it. 

[General  Clavering  read  the  let- 
ter.] 


<'  Sir,  "  ^th  February. 

'*■  It  has  been  intimated  to  me,  that  a  letter  has  been  addressed 
to  you  by  Mrs.  C.  which  is  to  be  brought  forward  before  the 
House  of  Commons,  vvheiein  my  name  is  introduced  as  being 
capable,  among  others,  of  speaking  to  her  veracity.  Should  this 
"be  the  case,  I  am  most  urgently  to  rec^iiest  that  my  name  may 
be  expunged  from  the  said  letter.  My  testimony,  moreover, 
Avould  mar  the  very  point  which  she  is  desirous  of  supporting, 
since  she  told  me  very  lately  that  she  was'living  with  Mr.  Mel- 
lish  ;  since,,  being  a  family  man,  the  world  v/ould  be  inclined  to 
attribute  improper  motives  for  my  acquaintance  with  a  lady  in 
her  situation. 

'*■  Being  particularly  anxious  in  this  business,  I  wish  to  have 
the  honour  of  seeing  you  upon  it ;  and  presuming  that  twelve 
to-morrow  will  not  be  an  inconvenient  hour,  will  wait  on  you  at 
that  time." 

I  accordingly,  at  twelve  yesterday,  and  she  denied  herself,  and  said  that 

did   call  upon  Mr.    Wardle,  and    I  she   was  extremely  ill  in  bed,    but 

stated  to  him  the  purport  of  the  let,-  that  if  I  would  call  in  two  hours,  she 

ter  which   I   have  hud  the  honour  of  would    see    m*^:     I   replied,   that   it 

reading  lo  you  ;  and  1  turlher  stated,  would  not  be  in  my  power  to  call  at 


that  il  it  was  Mrs.  Clarke's  intention 
to  summon  me  before  the  House, 
my  testimony  must  certainly  go  to 
impeach  her  veracity,  because  it  is 
not  above  a  month  since  that  she  ab- 
solutely stated  to  me  that  she  was 
living  with  a  Mr.  INIellish.  On  my 
return,  after  leaving  Colonel  Wur- 
dle's  house,  it  lay  in  my  way  to  pass 
by  Mrs.  Clarke's  door,  and  it  oc- 
curred, to  me  that  piobably  it  might 
be  a  service  also  to  state  the  same 
circumstance  to  ner ;  1  called  there> 


that  time  ;  she  then  sent  me  word 
she  was  to  be  seen  at  home  at  five 
o'clock,  if  I  called  at  that  time  ;  I 
accordingly  did  call  about  a  quar- 
ter after  live,  and  did  not  see  her ;  the 
purport  of  it  was  to  inform  her,  that 
it  she  did  call  me,  I  should  be  un-, 
der  the  necessity  of  stating  what  I 
have  now   had   the  honour  of  stat- 


lU'"'' 


[The    witness 
withdraw.] 


w 


is    directed    to 


Upon  the  suijgestion  of  Mr.  Adam,  that  part  of  Mrs.  Clarke's 
evidence  of  yesterday,  relative  to  General  Clavering  having  twice 
called  on  her  in  the'course  of  the  day,  was  read.  x\fter  this,  the 
same  member  begged  leave  to  observe,  that  the  evidence  of  this 
witness  was  no  contradiction  to  Mrs.  Clarke. 

The   witness  was    recalled,    and  further   interrogated   by   the 

Attohney-Gcneral. 

Q.  Is 
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Q.  Is  there   any  thing  else  you         A.  If  I  may  trust  to  the  accuracy 

wish  to  state  to  the  house  ?  of  the  morniug  papers. 

[This  mode  of  answering  was  objected  to  by  the  Chairman.] 


A.  If  I  may  judge  from  the  accu- 
racy of  what  1  have  heard,  I  under- 
staud  my  name  was  further  brought 
forward  Jast  night,  as  having  at- 
tempted to  influence  the  vote  uf  an 
honourable  member  of  this  House. 
I  declare,  upon  my  honour,  to  the 
best  of  my  recollection,  I  never 
spoke  to  that  honourable  person 
uj)on  the  question,  and  it  was  per- 
tiectl}'  unnecestary  for  me  so  to  have 
done,  because  the  honourable  gen- 
tlenjctn  always  did  vote  upou  the 
side  on  v^  hich  he  then  gave  his  vote. 

Q.  Did  you  ever  represent,  that 
you  had  intluenced  ibat  person  to 
^ive  his  vote  upon  that  occasion  ? 

A.  Never. 

(%  Mr.  Sheridak.) 

Q.  Did  you  exert  yourself  to 
bring  up  Lord  John  Canipbell  from 
Scotland,  to  vote  upon  the  Defence 
Bill,  towards  the  latter  end  of  JS05, 
ur  the  beginning  of  1806  ? 

A,  To  the  best  of  my  belief  and 
recollection,  I  never  wrote  to  him 
nor  spoke  to  him  upon  the  subject. 

Q.  Did  you  at  any  time  during 
your  acquaintance  with  iNIrs.  Clarke, 
promise  to  send  her  recommenda- 
tions of  any  officers  ? 

A.  Never;  but  it  will  be  neces- 
sary to  explain  the  answer  that  I 
gave  there  more  fully.  About  six 
weeks  ago  1  received  a  letter  from 
Mrs.  Clarke,  stating  her  inclination 
to  see  me;  I  called  upon  her,  when 
she  intormed  me  she  was  extremely 
anxious  to  promote  a  young  man 
who  was  a  lieutenant  in  the  tiOth 
regiment,  and  that  His  Royal  High- 
ness the  Duke  of  York  was  also 
anxious  he  should  be  promotedL>  and 
tliat  Mr.  Greenwood  was  also  anx- 
iows  he  should  be  promoted.  I  was 
lust  tiiea  relufued  from  abroad.  She 


informed   me  a  regulation  had  been 
lately  entered  into,  that  any  mem- 
ber  of  parliament  or  a  general  of- 
ficer writing  a  letter  to  Colonel  Gor- 
don,  that  recommendation  would  be 
taken  into  consideration  immediate- 
ly ;  1  informed  her  I  was  not  aware 
of    any  such   regulation,    and    that 
previous    to    my  taking  any  step  of 
that  kind,  as  it  was  totally  unknown 
to     me,    r   must   know     that   that 
person  was  a  deserving    character. 
She  accordinftlv,    about     tsvo    days 
afterwards,     inclosed  me    a    letter 
signed  bv  Lieutenant-Colonel  Ross, 
of  the  20th   regiment,  stating   that 
Lieutenant   Sumner,    the  officer   iu 
question,  was  a  very  deserving  cha- 
racter.    In  order  to  be  satisfied  that 
this  letter  was  written  by  Lieutenant- 
Colonel  Ross,  I  went  to  the  house  of 
iNIessrs.   Greenwood   and    Cox,  and 
shewed  the  letter  to  the  head  clerk, 
who  informed  me  thst  it  was  the  sig- 
nature of  Colonel  Rpss  ;  I  afterwards 
informed  her    that    it  would  be  ab- 
solutely necessary  that  a  proper  let- 
ter  should    be  written    to   me  upon 
the  subject,  and  as  she  had  told  me 
this  LieutetiaiU  Sumner    was   a  ne- . 
phew  to  Mr.  Sumner,  an  honourable 
member  of  this  house,  1  desired  that 
this  letter  should  be  written  by  him, 
to   me.     Accordingly   a    few.  days 
afterwards  I  received  a  letter,  whicli:^ 
was  absurd    in  the   extreme,  dated/ 
from  the  Temple,  and  dated   some- 
thing sooner ;   the  letter  was  so  ex- 
tremely absurd,  that    I   returned   it 
to   Mrs.  Clarke,  stating  in  my  let- 
ter, that  if  she  meant  it  as  a  joke, 
it  was  an  extremely   bad  joke,  and 
that  if  I   sent   it  to  the  VVar-Offica, 
i-t    would    be   verv    badly    received; 
and  I  concluded  that  I  was  her  hum- 
ble servant.    A  few  days  afterwards, 
she  sent   me  another  letLer,  signed 
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by  this  same   Mr.   Sumner,    which     of,  in   consequence  of  the  extreme 
letter   1    have   in   my    pocket,    but     absurdity  of  the  former: 
which  second  letter  I  took  no  notice         [The  letter  was  deUvered  in  and 

read.] 


*'  Sir, 
''My  brother,  Lieutenant  Sumner  oftbeSOtb  foot,  being  de- 
sirous of  purchasing  a  company  in  the  79th  regiment,  and  hav- 
ing served  in  the  above-mentioned  corps  with  the  entire  appro- 
bation of  his  commanding  officer,  (if  not  in  that,  in  any  other 
old  regiment  of  the  line,)  I  take  the  liberty  of  requesting,  that 
you  will  adopt  the  necessary  steps  for  promoting  his  Vr'ishes  by 
such  recommendation  of  him,  to  the  Duke  of  York,  as  his 
conduct  appears  to  merit  ;    tmd  you  will  confer  a  very  great 


favour  on 


"  Temple,  Jan.  J 7,  IBOQ." 
*'  Brig. 'Gen,  CiavcringJ* 


Your  most  obedient 

iiumble  servant, 

Chas.  C.  Sumner. 


Q.  Did  Mrs.  Clarke  represent  to 
you  who  this  Mr.  Sumner  was,  from 
whom  the  letter  came  T 

A.  She  informed  me  upon  my 
jfirst  interview  with  her,  that  he  was 
a  nephew  of  INIr.  Sumner,  the  mem- 
ber for  Surrey. 

Q.  Were  you  informed  who  the 
Mr.  Sumner  was,  who  was  suppos- 
ed to  have  written  that  letter  ? 

A.  1  never  was  informed  who  the 
Mr.  Sumner  was,  who  wrote  that 
letter,  but  I  ha^e  been  informed  this 
evening,  that  there  is  no  such  per- 
son in  existence. 

(By  Sir  Thomas  Turto>:.) 

Q.  At  either  of  the  times  you 
called  upon  Mrs.  Clarke  yesterday, 
did  you  leave  any  and  what  mes- 
sage; and  with  whom  ? 

A.  If  I  mistake  not,  I  stated  that 
to  the  honourable  House  before  ;  I 
left  no  other  message  than  that  1 
sliould  call  at  about  a  quarter  after 
five,  as  she  had  appointed  that  time 
for  being  at  home. 

Q.  Did  the  gentleman  who  was 
with  you,  leave  any  message  in  your 
hearmji  ? 

A.  There  was  no  person  with 
.me. 


Q.  At  either  of  the  times  ? 

A.  On  the  second  time,  I  cer- 
tainly said  it  was  extremely  extraor- 
dinary that  she  had  gone  out,  when 
she  had  appointed  that  time  for  see- 


ujg  me. 


Q.  Did  you  leave  any  message 
purporting  vv'hat  was  the  nature  of 
your  visit  to  her  ? 

A.  I  left  no  message  whatever, 
bat  that  which  I  have  had  the  ho- 
nour of  stating. 

Q.  I  understood  you  to  say,  that 
you  impeach  the  credibility  of  the 
testimony  of  Mrs.  Clarke,  upon  the 
ground  that  she  represented  herself 
to  be  living  with  a  Mr.  Mellishj  did 
she  represent  herself  to  you  as  liv- 
ing with  Mr.  Mellish,  the  member 
for  Middlesex  } 

Q.  She  did  not  say  that  he  was 
the  member  for  Middlesex. 

Q.  Have  you  au}^,  and  what  rea- 
son to  suppose  that  she  did  not  live 
under  the  protection  of  a  Mr.  Mel- 
lish ? 

A.  That  which  passed  in  this  ho- 
nourable house  a  few  evenings  past; 
it  was  proved  that  she  did  not  live 
with  Mr.  Mellish. 

Q.  Then  I  understand  you  to  say, 
that  you  have  no  other  reason  for. 

impeaching 


Ill 


fmpeaching  ll;e  credbility  of  the  tes- 
timony of  Mrs-  Ciarke,  but  the 
stfitt^ment  that  she  lived  under  the 
protection  of  a  Mr.  Mellish  ? 

A.  Not  any  tliUt  I  am  at  presetit 
aware  of. 

Q.  Have  you  any  reason j  inde- 
pendent of  any  circumstances  that 
you  h.ive  read   or  iK^ard  of,  to  iui- 


pe  Pch  her  testimony,  or  to  consider 
hv-r  not  worthy  of  belief  ? 

A.  I  certainly  do  not  conceive  her 
worihy  of  belief,  from  liaving  im- 
posed upon  nie  in  tlie  manner  she 
iiad,  and  frotn  the  variety  of  con- 
trary evidence  it  does  appear  she 
has  delivered  before  this  honourable 
house. 


Upon  the  suggestion  of  Mil.  Adam,  llie  witness  was  ordered  to 
withdraw^  and  he  stated  as  his  opinion,  that  the  lasi  answer  could 
not  stand  as  part  oF  the  evidence  on  the  minutes. 

Sir  ThomasTurton  said,  he  certainly  thought  very  difTerently 
from  the  hon.  gentleman.  When  a  witness  called  upon  the  Housa 
to  interrogate  him,  not  only  in  support  of  his  own  character,  but 
to  impeach  the  testimony  of  another  witness,  it  was  certainly  pro- 
per to  lay  open  the  sonrees  of  his  infornmtion  anrl  his  motives.  He 
should  have  been  unwilling  to  put  the  question,  had  be  had  reason 
to  think  the  witness  would  have  given  such  an  answer;  but  since 
it  had  been  given,  the  House  and  the  public  had  a  right  to  know 
on  what  grounds  he  impeached  the  credibihty  uf  a  witness.  He 
therefore  thought  thematter  should  remain  us  stated  in  the  minutes. 

IMr.  Adam  observed,  that  liis  only  motive  was,  that  no  person 
called  to  the  bar  should  advert  to  what  })assed  in  this  House-  for 
although  it. is  staled  stib  silentio,  yet  it  can  be  no  authoriiv  proper  to 
be  repeated  in  that  House.   He  had,  however^  no  objection  to  its 


remainiuG;  as  entered. 


The  witness  was  then  recalled,  aud  farther  intcrrooated  bvSiR 
Thomas  Turton,  and  the  former  question  repeated  and  answered 
as  before. 


[TJKi  witness  was  again  called  in.] 

Q.  How  has  slie  imposed  upon 
you  ? 

A.  By  having  informed  me  that 
she  was  under  the  protection  of  Mr. 
Mellisb,  which  I  understand  not  to 
be  the  c;ise. 

Q.  Mow  do  you  understand  that 
not  to  be  the  case  ? 

A.  From  its  appearing  to  have 
been  proved  to  the  contrary  before 
this  honourable  House.   {Murmurs,) 


has  imposed  upon  you  hy  stating  th:»t 
there  was  a  false  letu-r  written  to 
you  in  the  nams  of  Sumner? 

A.  It  I  am  correct  in  uiy  recol- 
lection, I  did  not  state  this  evening 
that  she  had  imposed  uj)on  me  on 
th;U  account. 

Q."^  Have  you  not  stated,  that  ia 
tb.e.  case  of  the  Defence  Bill,  your 
name  had  been  used,  which  you  de- 
nied to  be  true  ? 

A.   I   stated  that   I  had  heard  so, 


Q.   Have    you   any  other  rseasons     but  not  froui  herselt 
whatever,      than    tliose    you    have 
staled,  to  b»-lieve  that  she  has  im- 
posed upon  you  ? 

A.  None,    tuat  I    ara  at  present 
aware  of. 


(B^j  Mr,  Wardle.) 


(%Mr.  DUNDAS.) 

Q.   Have  you   not  stated   in  evi- 
veiice   to   this  Coaimiltee,  that  she 


No»7 


z. 


Q.  Are  you  acquai-itexj  with  Mis3 
Taylor  ? 

A.  If  it  is  the  Miss  Tavlor  who 
has  been  examined  betore  this  t^o-jse, 
I  certainly  have  seen  her  at  Mrs. 
Clarke's. 

Q.   Have  you  frequently  seen  her 

■        '  at 
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at  Mrs.  Clarke's  m  Gloucester- 
place  ? 

A.  I  may  have  seen  Iier  proba- 
biv  twice  or  thre^e  times  there. 

Q.  Was  she  there  as  the  friend 
and  com}>anionof  Mrs.  Clarke,  when 
you  saw  her  there  ? 

A.  I  certainly  believe  not,  be- 
cause Mrs.  Clarke  informed  me,  that 
she  kept  a  boarding-school  at  Chel- 
sea. 

Q.  When  she  was  in  Gloucester- 
place,  was  she  not  upon  a  visit  to 
Mrs.  Clarke,  and  associating  with 
her,  living  with  her  for  the  day  ? 

A.  That  is  n)ore  than  I  can  re- 
ply to,  not  recollecting  having  ever 
been  in  Gloucester  plaue  more  than 
twice. 

C%  another  Member.,), 

Q.  Did  you  not  state  that  Mrs. 
Clarke  had  informed  you  ihaJi  a 
regulation  existed,  by  which  a  let^ 
ter  of  reconnnendation  of  an  officer,, 
requesting  promotion,  forwarded  by 
a  member  of  parliament  or  a  general 
officer,  would  obtain  consideration  ; 
and  have  you  ascertained  whether 
such  a  regulation  floes  exist  ? 

A.  I  certainly  have  informed  my- 
self, that  any  application  from  an 
honourable  member  of  parliamtriit, 
or  from  any  general  oflicer,  will  al- 
vvays  meet  with  attention  at  the  of- 
fice of  His  Royal  Highness  the  Com- 
mander in  Chief. 

Q.  Is  the  sense  in  v.hich  you  un- 
derstand attention  will  be  bestowed 
nj)on  a  letter  so  sent,  the  sense  in 
which  you  understood  the  commu- 
nication you  received  from  Mrs. 
Clarke  ? 

A.  I  really  do  not  understand  the 
question. 

Q.  Do  vou  understand  the  resu- 
Jation,  as  you  suppose  it  to  exist, 
lo  be  the  same  as_she  described  it  to 
you  ? 

A.  Certainly  not,  because  she 
gave  me  reason  to  understand,  that, 
•iuring  the  time  I  was  absent  abroad 
on  foreign  service,  a  regulation  had 
been  issued,  and  no  regulation  had 


been  issued  upon  the  subject ;  I  caa- 
not  say  that  sh-e  absolutely  in  those 
direct  words'  said  so,  but  she  gave 
me  to  understand  it,  and  I  did  so 
understand  it. 

Q..  In  what  respect  does  the  re- 
presentation she  gave  of  this  ntgula- 
tjon,  and  what  you  understand  to 
be  the  practice  of  the  Commander 
in  Chief,  differ? 

A.  They  differ  most  widely,  ia 
consequence  of  no  such  reuulation  as 
she  mtormed  me  of  having  ever  been 
issued  ;  but  it  was  always  under- 
stood, that  a  recommendation  from 
a  member  of  this  house  would  be 
attended  to,  provided  the  object  so 
recommended,  on  further  enquiry, 
was  found  worthy  of  promotion. 

(Bij  Mr.  AVEfiTERX.) 

Q.  You  have  stated,  that  yo« 
called  at  Mrs.  Clarke's  twice  re- 
cently, to  request  that  you  might  not 
be  called  upon  to  speak  to  her  vera- 
city ;  had  you  any  other  conummi- 
calion  with  Mrs.  C^krkc  relative  lo 
the  subject  now  uuderiioing  the  con^ 
sideration  of  this  Commiitee? 

A..  I  certainly  had  another  object 
in  view  besides,  that  I  did  not  wisli 
my  name  to  be  brought  forward  in  a 
case  of  this  kind,  because  the  world 
might  naturally  imagine,  that,  iiav- 
inj:  hiud  anv  comnmni cation  with  a 
lady  of  that  doscrijition,  it  might 
have  been  a  comnjunication  of  a  cri- 
njinal  nature,  which,  upon  my  ho- 
nour, never  did  exist.  (Laughter.)- 
Q.  Had  you  no  other  reason  for 
requesting  that  you  might  not  be 
called  upon  ? 

A.  None  but  what  I  have  had 
the  honoui'  of  stating  to  this  Com- 
mittee.     .  ^ 

(By  Mr.  Herbert.) 

p..  You  have  stated,  that  you 
impeach  tlie  credibility  of  the  evi- 
dence of  Mrs.  Clarke,  because  she 
told  vou  that  she  lived  under  the 
protection  of  a  Mr.  Mellish,  which 
}  on  think  contradicted  by  the  evi- 
dence   that  came  before    this  Coni- 

lufttee ; 


\ 
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mittce;  what  rrason  did  she  give 
vou,  or  what  reasons  induced  you 
I'o  suppose  tliat  the  Mr.  MelHsh  she 
alhided  to  must  be  the  "Jeniber  for 
Middlesex? 

A.  It  I  am  correct,  I  did  not  say 
Uiat  it  was 'Mr.  Mellish,  the  member 
lor  Middlesex. 

(By  Mr.  Quin.) 

Q.  Having  stated  lha.t  yov)  >callcd 
twice  upon  Mrs.  Clarke,  to  request 
that  your  name  should  not  be  men- 
tioned, or  that  you  should  not  be 
called  upon  to  give  any  testimony 
against  her ;  what  motive  lias  in- 
duced you  to  come  now  to  give  this 
evidence  ? 

A.  Because  my  name  having  ap- 
peared in  the  public  papers,  I  was 
desirous  of  iviping  away  the  impu- 
tatioa  which  I  have  already  referred 
to. 

(Bi/  Mr.  Lambe.) 

Q.  Are  you  acquainted  with  Mr. 
Dowjer  ? 

A.  I  never  he^ird  of  hini,  except- 
ing through  the  medium  of  the  pub- 
lic prints. 

Q.  Do  you  recollect  having  had 
any  conversation  with  Mrs.  Clarke 
upon  political  transactions,  at  the 
period  of  180-i  and  Jb05  > 

A.  I  have  no  recollection  of  any 
conversation  of  the  kind  ;  I  ain 
certain  that  none  of  that  nature  then 
look  place.  . 

Q.  No  conversation  on  the  sub- 
ject of  the  debates  that  were  taking 
plnce  in  this  house,  and  who  was 
likely  to  vole  on  one  side,  and  who 
on  the  other  ? 

A.  I  have  no  recollection  of  any 
circumstance  of  the  kind,  and  I  am 
almost  positive  that  no  conversation 
<^'  that  nature  ever  did  take  place, 
^^  It  was  a  business  in  which  I  did 
i"no  way  whatever  concern  myself. 

^By  Mr.  John  Smith.) 
H.  Had  you   any  communication 
^•|>atever  on  the   subject  of  army 
promotions  ^wiib  Mrs.  Clarke 


A.  I  never  proposed  any  conver- 
sation of  tliat  kind,  nor  do  I  recol- 
lect any  having  ever  existed,  ex- 
cepting at  the  period  J  before  aJ- 
luded  to,  when  she  requested  I  would 
recommend  to  the  consideration  of 
the  Duke  of  York,  Lieutenant  Sum- 
ner, of  ihg  20th  regiment. 

Q.  I  understand  you  then  to  say, 
you  had  never  at  any  time  any  com- 
munication or  conversation  whatever 
with  Mrs.  Clarke  on  the  subject  o£ 
army  promotions,  except  in  the  case 
of  Lieutenant  Suniner  ? 

A.  Certainly  not,  as  being  the  sub- 
ject of  conversalioiK 

Q.  Had  you  any  incidental  con- 
versation  with  Mrs.  Clarke  upon  that 
Subject  } 

A.  A  period  of  so  many  years 
having  elapsed  since  that  lime,  it  is 
impossible  to  speak  positively  and 
accurately  to  a  question  so  close  as 
that,  but  to  the  best  of  my  belief  I 
do  not  think  I  had. 

(By  MrAVarble.) 
Q.  Do  you  of  ycMr  own  know- 
ledge know  that  Mrs.  Clarke  used 
her  influence  in  favour  of  any  person 
whatever  m  the  army  with  the  Com- 
mander in  Chief?' 
A.  I  do  not. 

Q.  Do  you  of  your  own  know- 
ledge know  of  any  person  that  asked 
her  to  use  her  influence  with  the 
Commander  in  Chief  upon  that  sub- 
ject ? 

A.  I  am  not  acquainted  with  any 
person  that  ever  did ;  I  have  heard 
reports  of  that  nature,  but  I  cannot 
bring  tb  my  recollection  any  persoa 
positively. 

Q-  Then  you  stale  positively  that 
you  do  not  know  of  any  transaction 
of  that  nature  ? 

A.  None,  to  my  certain  know- 
ledge. 

Q.  Give  a  direct  and  positive  an- 
swer to  that  question. 

A.  I  do  not  know  of  any  transac- 
tion of  that  nature. 

[The. witness  was  directed  to  with- 
draw,] 

^  '^  The 
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The  Marquis  of  Titch field  rose  for  the  purpose  of  explaining 
a  circuinstatice  which  occurred  in  the  course?  of  last  night's  ex- 
amination, and  in  which  the  name  of  a  noble  relation  of  bis  bad 
been  mentioned.  The  Noble  Marquis  was  interrupted  in  his  nar- 
rative by  a  question,  arising  on  the  propriety  of  the  short-hand 
writer  minuting  down  what'^he  was  about  to  say,  with  the  evidence. 
This  question  being  determined  in  the  affirmative,  the-foilowing^ 
question  was  put : 

Q.  Will  your  Lordship  state  every  thing  you  are  acquainted  with  as  to  an 
application  from  the  Rev.  Mr.  Baseley  to  the  Duke  of  Portlaud? 

A.  Mr.  Baseley  called  upon  the  Duke  of  Portlard  on  the  3cl  of  January,  not 
bein^  able  to  see  him,  left  this  Letter,  which  the  servant  gave  to  my  noble 
relation ;  it  is  dated  No.  Q,  Norfolk  Street,  Grosvenor  Square.  The  Marqufs 
read  the  Letter,  which  was  as  follows  :  > 

'*  Norfolk  Street,  Grosvenor  Square, 
<^  My  Lord  Didve, 
"  I  wished  particularly  to  see  your  Grace  upon  the  most  private 
business.  I  cannot  be  fully  open  by  Letter.  The  object  Is,  to 
solicit  your  Grace's  recommendation  to  ihe  P.-'mery  of  Salisbury, 
or  some  other  Deanery,  for  which  the  most  ample  pecuni^iry  re* 
muneration  I  will  instantly  give  a  draft  to.  your  Grace. 

"  For  Salisbury,    Three   Thousand   Pounds. 1    hope   your 

Grace  will  pardon  this,  and  instantly  commit  these  lines  to  the 

flames. -i 1  am  now  writing,  for  the  benefit  of  Administration, 

a  most  interesting  Pamphlet.     Excuse   this  openness;  and  I  re- 
main your  Grace's 

Most  obedient  and  obliged  Servant, 

T.   Basely." 

"  P.  S.  I  will  attend  your  Grace  whenever  you  may  appoint, 
but  sincerely  beg  your  Grace's  secrecy." 

Indorsed  : 
"  Delivered  by  the  Writer  himself  to  my 
Servant,  on  Tuesday,  3  Jan.  1809, 
at  Bn  House,  P." 

This  Letter  was  delivered  by  the  writer  himself,  -and  is  indorsee 
by  the  Duke  of  Portland,  the  3d  of  January  in  the  present  year 
Upon  receiving  this  Letter,  my  noble  relation,  finding  that  thfj 
writer  of  it  was  gone,  gave  particular  orders  that  Mr.  Basele; 
never  should  be  admitted  into  his  house,  and  the  same  day  wrote 
Letter  to  the  Bishop  of  London,  of  which  1  have  a  copv  in  m 
hand,  inclosing  the  note  which  1  have  just  delivered  in  at  the  Table 

"  Burlington  House,  Tuesday  3d  Jan.  160^ 

"  My  Lord, 

'^  The  Person  by  whom  the  note  inclosed  was  left  at  my  hous 

this  morping  being  possessed,  as  I  understand,  of  one  if  not  of  tv*' 

Chapels  in  your  Lordship's  Diocese,   1  consider  it  to  be  incumbei 

Upon  me,  from  the  sense  I  have  of  the  duty  I  owe  to  the  publi' 
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as  well  as  from  my  respect  for  your  Lordship,  not  to  suflTer  yon  to 
remain  uninformed  of  it;  and  1  accordingly  tal^c  tlie  fiberty  of 
laying- it  before  you. 

«  1  have  reason  to  believe  that  the  note  is  written  hy  the  Person 
whose  name  is  subscribed  to  it,  as  I  have  heretofore  received  Noies 
or  Letters  from  him,  the  writing  of  which,  to  tiie  best  of  ray  re- 
collection, very  much,  if  not  exactly,  resemble^  that  of  the  note 
enclosed;' and  one  if  not  mpre  of  which  was  written  »t  my  hoiisc 
inconsequence  of  my  declining  to  see  him.  'I'lie  note  mciosed, 
however,  he  brouelit^vith  him  ;  and  on  my  desiring  to  be  excused 
seein*'-  him,  he  gj^e  it  to  ray  servant,  and  immediately  left   my 

house.  ^  ,  T  ,    •  T      1  1  • 

*^  As  I   have  no  copy  of  the  note,  I  must  desire  your  Lordsn>[» 

to  return  it  to  me.'* 

Indorsed: 
'^  To  the  Lord  Bishop  of  London, 
Sd  Jan.  1809." 

I  do  not  know  whether  it  is  necessary  I  should  read  the  Letter 
which  my  noble  relation  received  from  the   Bishop  of  London  in 

consequence. 

[The  Marquis  read  the  Letter.] 

f'  Fulham  House,  Jan.  5,   1809. 

^'  My  Lord, 

<<  It  is  impossible   for  me  to  express  the  astonishment  and  in- 

dii^nation  which  were  excited   in   my  mind,  by  the  perusal  of  the 

Letter  which  your  Grace  has  done  me  the  honour  of  enclosing  ;  a 

mark  of  your  attention   for  which  1  must  beg  you  to  accept  my 

best  thanks. 

*'  It  is  too  true  that  this  wretched  creature  Basely,  has  one  if 
pot  two  Chapels  in  my  Diocese.  I  have  long  known  him  to  be 
a  very  weak  man,  but  till  this  insufferable  insult  upon  your 
Grace,  I  did  not  know  he  was  so  completely  wicked,  <uid  so 
totally  void  of  all  principle:  And  as  your  Grace  is.  in  possession 
of  the  most  incontestible  proofs  of  his  guilt,  you  will,  1  trust, 
inflict  upon  him   the  disgrace  and  the  punishment  he  so  richly 

deserves. 

I  have  the  honour  to  be, 

With  the  highest  respect^ 

My  Lord, 

Your  Grace's  most  humble  and  obedient  Servant, 

^  fulham  House,  5th  Jan.  IS09."  B.  London." 

Indorsed : 
^'  The  Bishop  of  Loixdon." 

That  is  the  whole  of  the  transaction. 

Mr.  Wardle  desired  that  Mr." Parker  mijht  be  called  in,  and 
examined  relative  to  some  accounts,  when  finding  tlie  bcM:)ks  he 

had 


]8i> 


had  with  him  Vv'cre  not  h'kely  to  answer  the  purposes  inten(?ecT  lie 
i-tY] tkestetl  th^at  Mr.  Tyson,  i'rom  the  banking  house  of  Messrs. 
Maish  and  Co.  might  be  called. 


(Mk.  Wti.liam  Tyson'  riccrrdiifi^fi/ 
appeared  at  the  bar,  and  j-.y/vs  cx- 
niniiudbi)  3^Jii.  Wa^^dlk.) 

Q.  Hiive  you  got  i^m  account  of 
clvcks  of  Ills  Royal  HigluK^ss.  the 
Duke  of  York,  iLat  were  tent  into 
your  house  by  ilie  late  Mrs.  Bukelt 
of  Piiuc(:'i--sl)eei  •' 
A.   Not  any. 

Q.   Have  )ou  any  notes  of  hand, 
or  bills  '' 

A.   Not  any. 

Q.   Have  ytai    any  memorandun:? 
in  your  bookb  of  any  such  bills  bav- 
jng  ].'assed  thjougb  your  hout>e  j" 
A.   Not  to  njv  knowledge. 
Q.     Have   you    the    {ate   Messrs. 
Birkcit's  accounts  at  your  house  ? 
A.  Yes,  we  have. 
Q.   Have  you  e.\an)ined  those  ac- 
couints   before   vou    came   here  this 
cvenifiii  t. 

A.  Yes,  I  have. 

Q.   Was  not    the  order  that  you 
received,   t©    bring    those    accounts 
v^'ith  you  ; 
A.  It  was. 

Q.  Why  did  you  not  comply  with 
that  ordtr  r 

A.   I  Iiave  brought  a  statement  of 
Eirketc's  checks. 

Q.   Mad   any  body  spoken  to  yon 
\}\io\\   this   subject   before   you  were 
served  vnith  a  summons  this  day  ? 
A.  No  one. 

Q.  Do  you  take  upon  you  to  say 
that  nobodv  to  vour  knowledge  has 
been  at  your  house  upon  this  sub- 
ject, within  these  last  ten  days  r 
A.  Not  to  m\  knowledge. 
Q.  Are  you  a  partner  in  the 
Louse. 

A.  I  am  not. 


Q.  "Why  was  it  yon  did  not  com. 
ply  with  the  order  of  the  house  ? 

[The  order  was  delivered  in  and 
read.] 

Q.  You  have  stated,  that  you  have 
a  list  of  checks  with  you,  what  is 
that  list  f 

A.  In  the  year  1 803,  October  7, 
Parker  and  Birkelts  draffs  payable 
to  Clarke  or  bearer  for  120/.  ;  in  the 
year  180-1-,  April  2(),  payable  to 
Clarke  or  bearer  50-/.;  August  M, 
payable  to  Clarke  or  bearer  79/.  ; 
September  15,  payable  to  Clarke  or 
bearer  50/.  ;  m  the  year  180o,Marcb 
13,  payable  to  Clarke  or  bearer  364/. 
That  was  the  whole  I  saw  payable  iti 
the  name  of  Clarke.  "  , 

Q.  Whose  checks  are  those;  by 
whom  are  they  drawn  ? 

•A.  The  first  four  I  believe  were 
drawn  by  Parker  and  Birketts  ;  the 
remaining  one  by  Birkelts  and 
Dockery'. 

Q.  You  have  stated  that  you  have 
examined  Messrs.  Birketts  account, 
and  find  in  that  account  no  checks 
whatever  by  His  Royal  Highness  the 
Duke  of  York,  as  having  passed 
through  your  hands  ? 

A.  My  mstructions  were  to  see 
what  checks  were  drawn  by  Birketts 
and  Dockery  in  favour,  of  Mjs. 
Clarke,  which  1  have  done. 

Q.  Do  you  happen  to  know  that 
any  bills  were  ever  left  at  the  bank- 
ing house  of  Marsh  and  Company, 
by  Messrs.  Birkett,  in  which  Mrs. 
Clarke's  name  appears  to  have  been 
the  drawer  or  the  acceptor  ? 

A.  I  have  no  knowledge  of  any. 

[The  witness  was  directed  to  with- 
draw.] 


Mr.  Pf/rceval  submitted  to  the  House  tlie  propriety  of  wav- 

^    the    examination    of    this   witness,    that    the     order  might 

be    examined    and    the    books    produced^    which    proposal    \vas 


mg 


agreed  to. 


(Colonel 
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ij^Cci.oNEL   LoRAiXE    zvas  then  calltd 
in,  and  t.iamintd  by  Mr.    Perci- 

VAL.) 

Q,  Did  you  hold  any  sitnntion  in 
the  Comniander  in  Chiefs  Office,  at 
the  time  when  Colonel  French's  levy 
was  first  insiilnted?     A.  I  did. 

Q.  What  situatiou  did  you  hold 
at  that  time  ? 

A.  Assistant  Military  Secretary. 

Q.  State  what  you  know  respect- 
ing Colonel  French's  application  to 
be  permitted  to  rai-se  a  levy  of  men 
at  that  time  ? 

A.  It  came  in  the  nsnal  course  of 
oflice  and  passed  regularly  through 
the  office,  and  was  examined  a*>  aH 
things  of  that  kind  are,  and  every 
pains  taken  to  ascertain  whether  it 
v/as  a  levy  that  would  answer  tbe 
jBurpose  or  not. 

Q.  Did  the  application  of  Colonel 
French  come  to  the  office  in  writ- 
ing, in  the  first  instance  ^ 

A.  It  did. 

Q.  Can  you  produce  that  writing  ? 
A.   These    are    the   terms    which 
were  produced  in  the  first  instance. 
[Tiie  terms  were  read.] 

Q.  What  was  done  upon  this  pro- 
posal ? 

A.  ft  appeared  to  have  Iain  by  for 
some  time,  and  Colonel  French 
wrote  another  letter. 

[Note  was  read,  dated  March  5th 

04.] 

Q.   What   situation    did    Cwlenel 
Clinton  hold  at  that  time  ? 

A.  Military  Secretary  to  the  Com- 
mander in  Chief? 

Q.  Was  any  answer  sent  to   t[*at 
note  }>y  Colonel  Clinton? 

A.  'i'o  the  best  of  my  recollection 
uhen  this  note  came  to  the  office  it 
was  sent  to  me,  and  1  was  desired  to 
examine  the  terms  that  were  offered 
^y  Colonel  French.  At  that  lime  I 
was  in  the  habit  of  consulting  and 
^nimunicating  with  General  Hewitt, 
ivho  was  then  Inspector  General  of 
:he  recruiting  service,  and  I  shewed 
;^ie  terms  to  him,  and  he  desired  that 
--'olonel  French  might  be  refer.^ed  to 


him  ;  in  consequence  of  that,  a  rr* 
fereiice  was  made,  which  I  believe 
will  appear  by  the  correspondence. 

[A  letter  was  then  read,  flatecj 
Horse  Guards,  7th  March,  1804, 
wi)ich  directed  future  applications  t» 
be  be  made  to  General  Hewitt.] 

Q.  Do  you  recollect  what  was  the 
next  step  taken  upon  this  proposal  ? 

A.  As  fir  as  I  recollect,  Colonel 
French  applied  to  General  Hewitt, 
as  directed;  and  General  Hewitt  of 
course  examined  the  tertus  that  he 
proposed,  and  modelled  them  as  he 
thought  lit  for  the  Commander  m 
Chiefs  consideration  :  and  after  it 
had  gone  through  th<i  whole  cf  the 
regular  course  in  the  office,  the  let- 
ter of  service  was  issued  by  the  Se- 
cretary at  ^Var,  which  is  usual  in 
those  cases. 

Q.  Is  there  anv  letter  of  March 
20ih  ? 

A.  Yes,  there  is  ;  Colonel  Frenck 
made  variouS'?: representations  with 
regard  to  his  leyy,  before  it  was  li- 
naily  settled.  '*' 

Q>  Can  you,  by  referring  to  those 
papers,  give  any  account  of  those  dif- 
ferent applications  ? 

A.  There  is  one  representation  of 
the  20th  ]March,  which  I  hold  m  my 
hand. 

Q.  Is  there  one  of  the  ISth  or 
50th  of  April  ? 

A.  There  is   a   copy    of  a  letter 
from  Colonel  Clinton  of  the  JSth  of 
April,  leturning  the  proposals,  with 
the  Commander  in  Chiefs  remarks  , 
thereupon. 

[TheMelter  was  read.]- 

Q.  The  proposals  ifi  short,  aftf^t 
httving  ■  been  referred  to  General 
Hewitt,  were  accep>U/<l  v\ith  ceriain. 
alterations,  which  nppeiired  in  red 
ink  in  the  margin  of  that  paper  ? 

A.  They  were. 

Q.  Axfi  yon'  aware  of  any  other 
alterations  tliat  took  place  in  the 
course  of  the  levy,  and  how  were  tliey 
introduced,   if  any? 

A.  To  the  best  of  my  recollection,, 
the  bounty  was  raiser!  at  two  difler- 

ent 
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ctit  times  duraiig  tliat  levy,  because 
Che  bounties  to  the  regiuieiits  of  the 
line  bad  been  increaspcl. 

Q.  Are  there  any  letters  among 
those  papers  which  ^ive  an  account 
of  that  ( ircum?tance  ? 

A.  Unless  I  had  time  to  look  over 
the  whole  papers,  [  do  not  know  that 
1  could  spe;ik  to  it. 

Q.  Is  the  course  of  -olTice,  after 
the  levy  is  approved,  to  send  it  to 
the  Secretary  at  War  ? 

A.  It  must  necessarily  go  to  the 
Secretary  at  War,  because  it  is  by 
h.im  that  the  letter  of  service  is  is- 
sued. 

Q.  Were  you    in   office  in    April 

1 805  ?     A.  1  was. 

Q.  Will  you  see  whether  there  is 
any  letter  of  the  iO'th  April,  1805, 
from  the  Commander  in  Chief  to 
the  Secretary  at  War  ? 

A.  There  is. 

[The  letter  was  read.] 

Q.  Subsequent  iS^ii  letter,  do 
you  recollect  any^T^pplication  irom 
Messrs.  French  and  Sandon,  propos- 
ing some  alterations  In  this  levy  ? 

A.  Yes,  I  have  a  proposal  of  the 
20 ih  April. 

Q.  What  is  the  effect  of  that  pro- 
posal ? 

A,  They  proposed  that  a  certain 
number  of  officers  should  be  em- 
ployed ill  the,  levy,  of  a  different 
<!escription  from  v;i»at  they  had  be- 
fore ;  that  appears  to  have  beeu  the 
drift  of  it,  and  also  a  change  with 
.reuard     to     the    non-coinu[iissioned 

officers. 

Q.  Was  there  any  answer  to  that 

letter  ? 

A.  There  was,  of  the  '25th  April 
1805,  a  letter  from  Colonel  Gor- 
don. 

[The  letter  was  read.] 

{By  Lord  Folkst>:>ne.) 
Q.   What  situation  do  you   now 

611? 

A.  1  am  one  of  the  Commissioners 
for  the  AlTairs  of  Barracks. 

Q.  What  situation  did  you    hoW 


before  yoii  were  a  Barrack  Com- 
missioner .•* 

A.  I  was  Lieutenant  Colonel  of 
the  91st  regiment,  and  Assistant 
JMilitary  Secretary  to  the  Com- 
mander in  Chief. 

Q.  How  long  were  you  Assistant 
Military  Secre;tary  to  the  Com- 
mander in  Chief  ? 

A.  About  seven  years. 

Q.  What  was  your  rank  in  the 
army  when  you  first  became  Assistant 
^Military  Secretary  ? 

A.  Major  of  the  9th  regiment  of 
foot» 

Q.  Did  you  purchase  the  Lica- 
tenant  Colonelcy  r 

A.  I  did  not. 

Q.  Did  you  ever  join  yo^ir  regi- 
ment as  Lieutenant  Colonel  .? 

A.  Never  :  when  my  regiment  was 
ordered  on  service,  I  twice  offered 
to  join  my  regiment,  and  the  Cpm- 
mander  in  Chief  did  not  accept  either 
of  my  offers,  saying  1  must  remain 
m  my  present  situation',  meanii^g  at 
the  Horse  Gua.rds  ;  after  this,  I  did 
not  think  that  it  would  be  bGcon)ing 
in  me  to  offer  again,  because  it  might 
ajrpear  that  I  was  volunteering  njy 
services,  when  I  knew  my  services 
would  not  be  accepted ;  and  I  beg 
leave  to  add,  that  before  I  came  to 
the  Horse  Guards,  I  had  been  22 
years  in  the  service,  and  constantly 
v/ith  my  regiment  ;  and  therefore  I 
did  not  think  that  I  was  so  peculiar- 
ly called  upon,  as  perhaps  a  young 
man  who  had  never  seen  any  ser- 
vice. 

Q.  Are  you  now  in  the  army  > 

A.  In  conseqiience  of  having  serv- 
ed l?i)  years,  w!icn  I  accepted  of  a 
civil  situation  in  the  Barrack  De- 
partment, His  Majesty  was  gra- 
ciously pleased  to  allow  me  to  re- 
tain the  rank  T  now  hold,  but  that 
rank  is  not  to  be  progressive. 

Q.  Did  you  sell  your  Lieutenaut- 
Colone'cv  ?     A.  I  did. 

Q.  At  what  price  I 

Q.  I  know  of  no  other  price  bat 
the  re'iulated  price  allowed   by  Hjs 
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(By  Mr.  Perceval.) 

Q.  Where  have  you  served  ? 

A.  I  served  four  campaigns  dur- 
ing the  American  war,  iii  America  ; 
I  have  served  between  five  and  six 
years  in  the  West  Indies;  during 
that  period  I  served  with  the  lale 
Lord  Grey  at  the  capture  of  the 
French  West  India  Islands;  and  I 
have  served  on  the  Continent  of  Eu- 
rope. 

Q.  Did  Colonel  French's  levy  go 
through  all  the  ordinary  stages  in 
theoftice;  was  there  any  thirig  irre- 
gular or  out  of  the  way  in  the  man- 
ner in  which  it  was  proposed  or 
adopted  ? 

A.  It  went  through  the  regular 
course  of  office,  and  if  I  may  be  al- 
lowed to  say  it,  I  think  it  was  more 
hardly  dealt  with  than  any  other  levy 
at  that  time  going  on,  and  for  this 
reason,  that  General  Hewitt,  vvho 
was  Inspector  General  of  the  Re- 
cruiting Service,  had  a  great  preju- 
dice against  any  officer  that  he  con- 
sidered a  recruiter. 

Q.  Were  the  different  applica- 
tions referred  to  General  Hewitt  be- 
fore they  were  accepted  ? 

A.  I  invariably  laid  every  thing 
of  the  kind  before  General  Hewitt 
that  came  into  my  hands  ;  as  I  had 
constant  communications  with  him, 
it  was  impossible  to  find  any  opin- 
ion so  good  as  his  upon  that  sub- 
ject. 


Q.  Were  Ihe  suggestions  of  Gene- 
ral Hewitt  in  the  alterations  that  he 
proposed,  adopted  by  the  Comman- 
der in  Chief? 

A.  To  the  best  of  my  recollection, 
almost  always  iu  those  cases. 

Q.  Do  you  remember  in  the  course 
of  those  proceedings,  any  alterations 
proposed  by  General  Hewitt  that 
were  not  adopted  ? 

A.  I  cannot  exactly  recollect  that, 
but  the  whole  of  the  proposLils  were 
modelled  as  tar  as  possible  accord- 
ing to  his  wishes  and  opinions. 

Q.  Is  General  Hewitt  now  in  the 
kin2;dom  ? 

A.  He  is  not ;  he  is  Commandsr 
in  Chief  in  ttie  East  Indies. 

{By  Sir  James  Graham.) 

Q.  Do  the  papers  in  your  hands 
contain  every  written  communica- 
tion which  has  passed  upon  the  sub- 
ject of  Colonel  French's  levy  in  the 
Commander  in  Chief's  office  ? 

A.  It  is  impossible  for  me  to  an- 
swer that  question,  not  being  now 
in  the  office,  and  having  had  no  in- 
terference or  hand  at  all  in  looking 
over  these  papers  ? 

Q.  Then  you  are  riOt  able  to  state 
that  these  are  the  whole  of  the  com- 
munications upon  this  subject  ?' 

A.   No. 

[The  witness  was  directed  to  with- 
draw.] 


Me.  Perceval  said,  that  as  the  order  of  the  Honse  had  di- 
rected aJl  the  papers  to  be  laid  before  them,  they  had  a  right  to 
presume  that  this  order  had  been  complied  with. 


(Mr.  Jeremiah  Donovan  ivns  then 
called  in,  and  examined  by  Mr. 
W'ardle.) 

Q.  Did  \'ou  know  Major  Tonyn, 
of  the  31  St  regiment? 

A.  I  did. 

Q.  Relate  what  you  know  re- 
specting Major  Tonyn's  promotion 
from  the  4Sth  regiment  to  the  ma- 
jority of  the  SUt. 

NO.  7- 


A.  I  believe  it  was  about  the 
month  of  IMarch  1804-,  that  Cap- 
tain Sandon  called  upon  me,  and 
told  me  that  he  had.  an  opportunity 
of  promoting  a  gentleman  lo  a  majo- 
rity ;  if  I  knew  of  any  gentleman 
who  had  claims  that  would  entitle 
him  to  it,  he  could  forward  the  pro- 
motion. I  mentioned  this  circum- 
stance to  Captidin  Tonyn,  who  was 
a  very  old  officer;   I  believe  he  had 
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"serve.  1  about  53  vears.     The  terms 
■upon  which  Ije    was    to  obtain  that 
'promotioii,  as  fnr  as  I  cuii  recollect, 
was  600/.  Captain  Tonya  waited  for 
some  time,  and  he  became  impatient. 
I  believe  about  the  monlh  of  Alay  or 
June,  he  said,  as  there  were  a  num- 
ber ot  field  offivers  to  be  promoted, 
he   consideix.-d,   as    he   had   not   ob- 
tained that  proijjolion  through  Cap- 
tain Sandon,    in  the  mean  time,   he 
should  Withdraw  his  name  from  Cap- 
tain Sandou,  and  take  his  chance  in 
the  regular  line   of  promotion  :   in 
consequence  of  which  I  immediately 
waited   on  Captain  Sandun,  and  ap- 
priijed  hiai  of  it-   Captain  Sandon  re- 
quested that  he  might  be  introduced 
to  Captain  Tonyn  :  he  was.    Captain 
Sandon  argued   with   bun,   and  told 
him  that  it  was  in  consequence  of  his 
recommendation   that  he  would    be 
gazetted.     Captain  Tonyn.    on   the 
contrary,  said,    that  his  father,    Ge- 
neral Tonyn,  had  recommended  him 
for  a  majority  ;   and  that,  as  he  un- 
derstood a  vast  number  of  captains 
were  to    be   promoted  to  majorities 
OJi  the  augmentation,   he   certainly 
should  be  promoted   without  the  in- 
terest of  Captain  Sandon  ;   however, 
they  agreed  upon  &ome  terms;    what 
they  were  I  do  not  know,    I  had  no- 
thing to   do  further   with  the  pecu- 
niary transaction,  nor  did  I  know  till 
the  May  twelvemonth,  following,  the 
year    1S05,   how  it  was  that  Major 
Tonyn  obtained  that  promotion. 

Q.  What  did  sou  know  in  the 
year  1 805,  to  which  that  refers  ? 

A.  I  knew  that  Major  Tonyn  was 
promoted. 

•  Q.   Is  that  all  von  know  ? 

A.  But  Major  'ionyn's  promotion 
came  out  in  the  general  promo  Lions 
of  augmented  field  officers. 

•  Q.   Is  that  all  you  know  ? 

A.  That  WAS  all  i  knew  till  the 
year  1  S05.  Major  Tonyn,  I  heliine, 
was  gazetted  in  August  1,80-i-,  and 
tlicn,  to  my  aslonishmen't,  I  was 
informed  by  Mrs.  Clarke  that  she- 
was  tiie  person  who  had  obtained 
ft;at  piomoiioji- 
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Q.  Do  yo-u  know  whether  the 
iOO/.  was  lodged  upon  the  first  a- 
greement  in  the  hands  of  any  parti- 
cular perstm  ? 

A.  The  money,  I  believe,  was  not 
lodged  in  the  hands  of  any  person 
in  the  first  agreement. 

Q.  Do  you  know  whether  any 
money  was  lodged  prior  to  tlie  ga- 
zetting; of  Major  Tonyn? 

A.  I  did  not  know  that  any  money 
was  lodged  prior  lo  the  gazetting  of 
Major  'i'onyn. 

Q.  Do  you  know  whether  any 
money  upon  that  communication 
was  lodged  ai  all  or  not  ? 

A-  I  do  not  know  that  any  money 
was  lodged  previous  to  that  period. 

Q.  I  do  not  ask  previous  to  any 
particular  period,  but  do  you  know 
that  any  sum  of  money  was  lodged 
with  any  body  on  that  account  ? 

A.  There  was  no  sum  of  money 
lodged  on  that  account;  but,  I  be- 
lieve, a  gentleman  had  undertaken 
to  pay  Cap^tain  Sandon  the  sum  of 
money  which  I  understand  was  paid 
to  Captain  Sandon;  but  I  do  not 
know  it. 

Q.  Do  you  know  who  that  gen* 
tleman  was  ? 

A.    1  do. 

Q.  State  who  he  was. 

A.  Mr.  Gilpin. 

Q.   Who  was  Mr.  Gilpin  ? 

A.  An  army  clothier,  and  agent  to 
the  -i-Sth  regiment. 

Q.  Do  you  know  at  what  period 
this  sum  was  lodged  with  Mr.  Gil- 
pin ? 

A.  I  do  not  know  that  any  sura 
was  lodged  with  Mr.  Gilpin  ;  Mr. 
Gilpin,  I  believe,  undertook  to  pay 
the  money. 

iX.  Do  you  know  that  Mr.  Gilpiu 
did  pay  the  money  ? 

A.  I  do  not  further  Lkan  having 
been  told  so. 

Q.  Do  you  know  of  your  own 
knowledge  w-ho  did  pay  that  money  ? 

A.  I  do  not,  nor  when  it  \va&  paid, 
nor  how  it  was  paid. 

Q.    Who  told  you  ? 

A.  'Mrs.  Ciufke. 

Q.  \^hat 
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Q.  What  did  ^hs.  Clarke  tell  you  ? 

A.  She  told  me  that  sl>e  had  re- 
Cfivfd  a  sum  of  money  for  the  pro- 
motion of  Captain  Tonyn  to  a  ma- 
jority in  the  31st  regiment 

Q.  Did  Mrs,  Clarke  tell  you  what 
sum  of  money  it  was  ? 

A.  I  do  not  exactly  recollect  what 
sum  it  was. 

Q.  Are  you  positive  that  you  can- 
not recollect  what  sum  it  was  ? 

A,   I  am. 

Ct  Did  Mrs-  Clarke  tell  you  from 
whom  she  had  received  that  sum  ? 

A.  She  told  me  siie  had  received 
that  sum,  whatever  it  was,  from  Cap- 
tain San don. 

(Bi/  Lord  Folkstgn^e.) 
Q.  Yon  have  stated,  that  Captain 
Huxley  Saudon  told  you  that  he  had 
the  power  of  getting  pi  emotion  ? 
A-  lie  did. 

Q.  State  what  passed  upon  that 
subject,  as  nearly  as  you  can  recol- 
lect, between  Captain  iiuxiey  San- 
don  and  vourseli  r 

A.  Captain  Huxley  Sandon  told 
me  that  he  had  the  power  of  obtain- 
ing promtjtion  through  some  Gentle- 
man, a  friend  of  his  ;  but  Captain 
Huxley  Sandon  never  told  me  who 
the  person  was  tlnough  whom  he  did- 
obtain  the  promotion,  until  I  met 
him,  and  conversed  with  him  upon 
this  subject,  in  tlire  room  where  the 
Witnesses  had  been  waiting  near 
this  House. 

Q.  State  who  that  person  ^Vas, 
whom  Captain  Huxley  Sandon  na- 
med this  night.     A.   Mrs.  Clarke. 

Q.  State  whether  Captuiu  Hux- 
ley Sandon  has  ever  stated  to  vou 
his  power  of  promoting  officers,  in- 
dependent of  this  one  circumstance 
ol  Captain  Tonyn  ? 

A.  At  the  same  time  he  mentioned 
to  me,  that  he  could  promote  Lieute- 
na^)ts  to  Companies  ;  I  thujk  Cap- 
tains to  Majorities  ;  Majorities  to 
LifcLitenant-colonels ;  and,  in  the 
first  instance,  he  told  me,  it  was  in 
consj'quence  of  the  new  levies  that 
were  to  be  raised,  or  some  augmen- 
tation to  the  army. 


Q.  Did  Captain  Huxley  Sandon 
ever  speak  to  you  about  other 
promotions,  unconnected  with  those 
new  levies  ? 

A.  He  never  spol:e  to  me  as  to 
any  other  promotions  ih-an  those  I 
have  mentioned  now  ;  I  was  impo- 
sed upon  by  the  supposition,  that  it 
was  new  levies,  or  an  auumentation 
to  the  army. 

Q.  Vou  do  not  of  your  own  know- 
ledge know  of  aiiy  other  transaction 
of  the  nature  in  which  Captaiu 
Huxley  Sandon  was  concerned  ? 

A.  I  believe  that  a  Major  Shaw 
applied,  and  that  I  it-ft  his  papers  in 
the  hands  of  Captain  Sandon  ;  but 
he  could  not  obtain  the  fPlomotipn 
for  Major  Shaw. 

Q.  What  was  the  promotion  Mar 
jor  Shaw   wanted  ? 

A.   Permission  to  purchase  a  Lieu- 
tenant-Colonelcy,  or   to  get  a  Lieu- 
tenant-Colonelcy  without  purchase,- 
bv  pa  vino;  a  sum  of  money  for  it- 

Q.  And  Major  Shasv  did  not  es- 
tablish that  wish  ? 

A.    Not   throuigh    that  channel 

Q.  7'hrough  what  other  channel 
did  he  establish  ii? 

A.  jNLijor  Shaw's  papers  were  de- 
livered back  to  me,  and  returned  to 
Major  Shaw.  I  believe  they  were 
bnnipht  to  me  bv  a  Mr.  Macdoutjdll, 
as  I  recollect,  and  I  believe  they 
were  returned  to  Mr.  Macdougall. 
Some  time  afterwards,  Mr.  Macdou-. 
gall  asked  me,  if  I  could  procure 
that  promotion  for  Colonel  Shaw, 
A  lady  liad  called  upon  me,  and 
said,  that  she  had  an  opportunity  of 
promoting  Major  Shaw's  wishes- 

Q.  Who  was  that  hidy  i" 

A.   Mrs.  Hovenden. 

Q.  Where  does  Mrs.  Hovenden 
reside  at  prestmt  ? 

A.   In  V^ilhers-street,  York-build- 


ings. 


Q.  At  what  Number  ? 
A.   At  No.   29. 

Q.   Was  that  Lady  at  the  House 
with  you  the  otlicr  niglU  ? 
A.   Sliv  was. 
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Q.  Is  Major  Shaw  now  at  the 
Cape  nf  Good  Hope  ? 

A.  I  really  do  not  know,  birt  I  un- 
derstood he  got  the  promotion,  and 
went  to  the  Cape  ot  Good  Hope. 

Q.  State  whether,  through  the 
medium  of  this  Lady  you  have  na- 
Kied,  any  other  promotions,  have 
been  eriected  in  the  army  ? 

A.  Not  to  my  knowledge  ;  it  may 
be  necessary  t^-  explain  the  business 
of  Major  Shaw,  because  it  was  not 
through  that  introduction  at  that 
period  that  Major  Shaw  obtained 
that. 

Q.  Was  this  the  only  circum- 
stance of  the  sort  that  was  carried 
through  the  medium  of  that  Lady  ? 

A.  I  know  not  of  any  that  was 
carried,  not  even  of  that. 

Q.  Do  you  know  of  any  that 
through  her  medium  was  attempted  ? 

A.  I  have  heard  her  say  that  some 
were  attempted,  but  I  cannot  say 
what  they  were. 

Q-  You  do  not  know  that  any 
money  was  lodged,  upon  Captain 
Tonyn's  attempt  at  pruniotion  ? 

A.  I  do  not  :  I  have  already  ex- 
plained that  Mr.  Gilpin,  I  under- 
stood, undertook  to  pay  it,  but  that 
no  money  v.-as  lodged.  , 

Q.  You  have  stated  that  Captain 
Sandon  informed  you  that  he.  had 
the  means  of  promoting  Lieutenants 
^o  Companies,  Captains  to  Majori- 
ties, and  Majors  to  Lieutenant-Co- 
lonelcies :  in  consequence  of  that 
information,  did  you  negociate  such 
promotion  ? 

A.  I  did  not  negociate  any  pro- 
motion through  Captain  Sandon,  ex- 
cept that  of  Major  Tonyn,  by  intro- 
duction. 

Q.  Were  you  to  receive  any  re- 
muneration for   that  introduction  r 

A.   I  was. 

Q.  What  were  you  to  receive  ? 

.A,  25/. 

Q.   Did  you  receive  it  ?    A.  1  did. 

Q.  Have  you,  since  you  were  last 
examined,  recollected  any  negocia- 
vioii  which  you  carried  en  for  pro- 
morons  iii  the  armVi   beside^  those 


which  you  mentioned   in  your  last 
examination  ? 

A.  I  have  never  thought  of  any. 

Q.  Are  you  now  certain  that 
those  were  the  only  ones  in  which 
you  ever  engaged  ? 

A.  I  am  not  certain. 

Q.  You  have  stated,  that  you 
learnt  from  Mrs.  Clarke,  in  the  year 
1805,  that  she  had  received  500/.  ? 

A.  No,  I  do  not  know  the  sum 
exactly. 

Q.  That  she  had  received  a  sum 
of  money  in  consequence  of  IMajor 
Tonyn's  promotion  ;  at  what  time  of 
the  year  did  you  receive  that  infor- 
mation ? 

A.  It  was  in  the  month  of  May, 
1805;  Major  Tonyn  had  been  ga- 
zetted in  August  1  804<. 

Q.  Where  was  it  you  received 
that  information  from  Mrs.  Clarke  ^ 

A.  At  Mrs.  Clarke's  house  in 
Gloucester-place. 

Q.  On  what  occasion  were  you 
at  Mrs.  Clarke's  house  at  Glouces- 
ter-place ? 

A.  I  was  there  in  consequence  of 
a  rejjort  v;hich  had  been  circulated, 
that  I  was  the  author  of  some  scur- 
rilous paragraphs  against  His  Royal 
Highness  the  Duke  of  York.  1  had 
traced  my  information  to  Mrs. 
Clarke,  and  from  her  1  traced  it  to 
Captain  Sutton,  but  not  the  first 
time  I  saw  her,  and  that  was  the 
reason  I  waited  on  iNIrs.  Clarke;  I 
had  no  other  introduction  but  that. 

Q.  Did  you  receive  that  informa- 
tion at  your  iirst  visit,  or  your  second 
visit,  or  your  third  visit  .? 

A.  At  my  second  visit,  as  near  as 
I  can  recollect. 

Q.  Do  you  recollect  any  other 
conversation  that  passed  between 
you  and  Mrs.  Clarke  at  that  second 
visit  ? 

A.  I  do  not  recollect  the  conver- 
sation ;    it  was   not   of  any  conse 
quence. 

Q.  Did  any  conversation  pass 
respecting  promotions  in  the  army  .'' 

A.   I    do   not  recollect    that    any 
conversation  passed  relative  to  pro- 
motions 


189 


motions  in  the  army  at  that  time;   it 
might  be  so. 

Q.  Do  you  recollect  that  any 
such  conversation  passed  at  any  otlier 
time  ? 

A.  I  believe  on  the  third  visit. 

Q.  What  was  that  conversation  ? 

A.  That  Mrs.  Clarke  had  been 
the  means  of  promoting  MiijorTonyn. 

Q.  You  have  stated,  that  you  re- 
ceived tliat  information  at  your  se- 
cond visit  ? 

A.  I  am  not  certain  whether  it 
was  at  the  i;econd  or  the  third  ?  I  do 
not  say  it  was  absolutely  the  second, 
but  I  believe  it  was ;  1  had  no  ex- 
peciation  of  being  called  upon,  and 
therefore  I  made  no  minutes  or  me- 
morandum of  it. 

Q.  Are  you  certain  any  conversa- 
tion took  place  respecting  Major 
Tonvn  at  the  third  visit  ? 

A.  I  am  not  certain  whether  it 
did  or  not ;  I  know  it  did  not  on 
both  meetings. 

Q.  You  have  stated,  that  in  your 
second  visit  to  Mrs.  Clarke,  no  con- 
versation  took  place  about  military 
promotions,  except  that  of  Major 
Tonyn  ;  did  any  such  conversation 
take  place  at  any  other  time  ? 

A.  I  believe  it  did,  relative  to 
!Major  Shaw. 

Q.  Never  as  to  any  case  but  that 
of  Major  Tonyn  and  Major  Shaw  ? 

A.  Not  in  which  1  was  con- 
cerned. 

Q.  Are  you  sure  you  were  never 
concerned  in  any  other  ? 

A.  1  am  not  sure. 

(By  Sir  J,  Hill.) 

Q.  Did  ]\Irs.  Clarke  at  any  time 
inform  you  whether  His  Royal  High- 
ness the  Duke  of  York  ktiew  any 
thing  of  the  transaction  of  Major 
Tonyn's  promotion  ? 
-  A.  Mrs.  Clarke  never  informed 
me  of  His  Royal  Ilighness's  having 
known  any  thin-;  of  it,  lili  November 
last. 

Q.  What  did  she  state  to  you  in 
November  last  ? 

"^'     She  mentioned,    amongst    a 


number  of  other  things,  that  s]»e  had 
been  extremely  ill  used  by  His 
Royal  Highness  the  Duke  of  York  ; 
that  in  consequence  of  that,  unless 
His  Royal  Highness  did  that  which 
was  right  towards  her,  she  would 
publish  the  whole  of  the  transac- 
tions which  had  passed  relative  to 
promotions  during  the  time  she  lived 
with  His  Royal  Highness. 

Q.  But  not  relative  to  Major 
Tonyn's  ? 

A.  Not  particularly  to  Major 
Tonyn's. 

Q.  Did  -Mrs.  Ch-irke  ever  inform 
you  that  she  had  mentioned  to  His 
Royal  Highness  the  Duke  of  York, 
that  she  had  received  a  sum  of  money 
on  account  of  Major  Tonyn's  pro- 
motion ? 

A.  Never  till  then,  the  month  of 
November  last;  on  the  contrary, 
when  I  visited  her  in  Gloucester- 
place,  in  the  first  instance,  she,  so 
far  from  mentioning  His  Royal  High- 
ness being  privy  to  it,  was  so  alarm- 
ed at  mv  name  being;  announced  as  a 
friend  of  INlajor  Sliaw,  or  any  other 
person,  that  Major  Shaw  got  his  pa- 
pers back  immediately,  gave  Mrs. 
Hovenden  10/.  for  them,  and  said  he 
would  have  done  with  Mrs.  Clarke, 
for  that  my  name  had  prevented  his 
promotion  taking  place;  and,  in 
consequence  of  that,  I  had  no  more 
to  do  with  Major  Tonyn  in  his  pro- 
motion, which  I  understood  took 
place  about  twelve  months  after- 
wards, nor  did  I  ever  see  him  but 
once  smce,  on  Ludgate-hiil. 

Q.  What  did  Mrs.  Clarke  say,  in 
November  last,  on  the  subject  of 
Major  Tonyn  ? 

A.  I  have  mentioned  what  she 
said  of  Major  Tonyn,  that  she  had 
received  a  sum  of  money,  which  she 
should  publish,  among  a  number  of 
other  circumstances,  unless  his  Rov- 
al  Highness  did  that  by  her  which 
she  thought  he  ought  to  do. 

Q.   What  sum  ? 

A.  The  sum  which  she  had  re- 
ceived for  Major  Tonyn's  prozno-, 
tioii. 

Q.  Anof 
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Q.  And   that   she   had    informed 
the  Duke  of  York  of  it? 
A.  No,  never, 

(Bji  General  Norton.^ 
Q.  You   have  said,   that  General 
Tonyij  rer  commended    his   son   for 
promotion  ? 

A.  I  have  said,  that  Major  Tonyn 
informed  me  that  General  Tonjn 
had  recommended  him. 

Q.  Do  you  know  how  long  Cap- 
tain Torijn  had  had  the  rank  of 
Captain  in  the  army? 

A.  I  I)Q!ieve  nine  or  ten  years. 

Q.  Can  you  tefl,  in  the  course  of 
your  business,  wjietlier  you  do  not 
know  that  that  is  a  very  long  pe- 
riod for  an  officer  to  remain  in  the 
rank  af  captain  before  he  gets  to  the 
lunk  of  m.ijor  ? 

A.  I  understand,  that  a  captain 
of  fen  years  standing  is  entitled,  and 
generally  receives,  the  brevet  of  a 
mijor. 

Q.  Are  you  certain  that  it  was 
Ii6l  by  brevet  he  gt;t  his  rank  ? 

A.  I  believe  it  was  by  augmenta- 
tion, and  not  by  breN.-et,  for  he  was 
appointed  to  the  31st  regiment;  hr.d 
it  btren  by  brevet,  he  would  have 
(Continued  in  the4Sth. 


(By  Sir  Thomas  Turton.) 

Q.  liave  you  not  stated,  that  in 
your  interview  wiih  Mrs  Clarke  in 
November  last,  she  inlornied  you 
His  Royal  Highness  was  ^icquinied 
with  the  circumstance  of  mo:,- 
given  for  Captain  Tonyn's  promo- 
tion ? 

A.  She  said  tiiatshe  should  publish- 
it,  but  she  did  not  tell  me  that  His. 
Royal  Highness  was  acquainted  v.'iiiv 
it. 

Q.  Was  that  in  Gloucester- place 
that  you  saw  J.lrs.  Clarke  in  No- 
vember last  ? 

A.  No,  it  was  in  Bedford-place. 

[The  following  question  and  an- 
swer were  read  over  to  the  wit- 
ness :] 

''Q,  Did  Mrs.  Clarke  ever  in- 
form you,  tliat  she  had  mentioned  to 
His  Royal  Highness  the  Duke  of 
York,  that  sh€  hud  received  a  sum 
of  money  on  account  of  Major  To- 
nyn's promotion  ? 

"  A.  Never  till  then,  the  month 
of  November  last." 

Mr.  Donovan. — That  is  not 
whhit  1  mean  to  sa}. 


The  witness  was  ordered  to  withdraw. 

Mr.  Baruam  thought  tiicre  was  great  impropriety  in  permit- 
mg  witnesses  to  alter  and  Jimend  their  testiiuoiiy  ;  not  in  tho^e 
points  u  hich  might  be  S)i]pposcd  to  result  from  inadvertency,  but  . 
jn  those  which  were  drawn  from  them  in  the  cross-examination. 
He  proposed  that  thev  should  iet  tiie  ansv/cr  stand,  and  also  insert 
the  alteration  proposed  by  the  witness,  that  they  might  both 
form  part  of  the  evidence. 


The  witness  being  again  called  in, 
tlie  Cliairnmn  directed  him  to  state 
how  lie  wi!>hed  the  answer  to  the 
above  question  to  be  taken  down  ? 

A.  No;  in  November  hist  Mrs. 
Clarke  told  me,  that  if  His  Royal 
High'.iess  did  not  do  that  which  was 
right  by  her,  she  would  pu!)iisli  tlie 
case  ot  Major  'Joijyn,  with  n}any 
€t]jers. 

^'  Did  she,   in   November   last, 


communicate  to  you,  thn.t  she  hud 
infornied  His  Royal  Highness  the 
Duke  of  York  of  her  having  taken  dc 
sum  from  Major  Tonyn  ? 

A.  She  did  not;  slie  only  threat- 
ened to  publish  tiiat,  wiih  many 
other  cates. 

Q.  I  understand  you  to  have  said, 
she  was  extremely  anxious  ^h'lt  it 
should  not  come  to  the  etirs  ot  the 
Duke  pf  York,  when  you  &aw  Mrs; 
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Glarke  in  Gloucester-pliice  ;  is  that 
so  ?     A.  It  is. 

Q,  What  reason  did  she  give  for 
than  anxiety  ? 

A.  She  said,  that  if  His  R.oyal 
Highness  the  Duke  of  York  should 
know  of  her  luivino  received  any 
money  for  military  promotions,  that 
she  should  be  disgraced,  aiKl  the 
officer  would  lose  bis  commission. 

Q.  You  are  sure,  upon  your  re- 
collection, that  that  wa^  the  reason 
which  WHS  assigned  ? 

A.  I  am, 

(By  Mr.  Wallis.) 

Q.  When  Captain  Sandon  stated 
to  you,  that  he  had  the  means  of  ob- 
taining promotions  through  almost 
all  the  gradations  of  the  army,  did 
he  state  to  you  any  particular  terms 
^pon  which  those  promotions  were 
to  be  had  ? 

A.  I  recollect  that  he  said,  for  a 
majority  five  hundred  guineas  ;  but 
I  do  not  recollect  that  he  stated 
the  particulars  of  every  commission. 

Q.  Had  you  any  reason,  either  at 
the  time  or  afterwards,  to  consider 
Captain  Sandon,  in  that  business, 
as  the  agent  of  Mrs.  Clarke  ? 

A.  Never,  till  Mrs.  Clarke  herself 
told  me  so. 

.  Q.  Did  you  visit  Mrs.  Clarke,  in 
November  lust,  by  her  own  solici- 
tation ? 

■  A.  It  was  by  her  own  solicita- 
tion. 

Q.  You  have  stated,  that  she  used 
certain  threats,  uwless  conditions 
were  agreed  to ;  what  terms  did 
she  state  to  be  the  terms  of  her  for- 
bearance ? 

A.  The  payment  of  her  debts, 
and  the  settlement  of  an  annuity. 

Q.  Did  she  apply  to  you,  to  par- 
ticipate in  carrying  those  threats  uito 
«xecution  ? 

A.   She  did. 

Q.  To  what  extent  ? 

A.  I  am  afraid  I  should  be  obliged 
to  implicate  many  persons,  with 
whoaj  she  took  very  great  hberti^ii; 


in  mentioning  their  names,  as  r^er™ 
suns  who  were  in  fact  instigating' her 
to  these  acts. 

Q.  State  what  Mrs.  Clarke  said  to 
you,  to  induwe  you  to  pariicipate  iu 
tijat  business. 

A.  Mrs.  Clarke  said  that  tl'e 
Duke  of  Vork,  unless  he  c<irue  to 
these  terms,  must  be  ousted  from  his 
command  ;  that  he  would  then  re- 
tire lo  Oatlands,  where  he  would 
souii  cut  his  throat ;  that  was  her  ex- 
pression. 

Q.  Was  that  all  that  passed  ? 

A.  I  endeavoured  to  prevail  upon 
her  to  inform  me  who  were  her  as- 
sociates  in  tiie  plot:,  her  answer  was, 
that  if  I  would  go  with  the  tide,  she 
would  provide  lor  nie  and  my  friends 
very  handsomely,  for  in  that  case 
she  would  have  a  carte  blanche,  that 
would  enable  her  to  do  mure  busineits 
than  she  ever  had  done  ;  that  was  her 
expression. 

(By  Mr.  Lockhart.) 

Q.  Did  she  state  to  you  who  were 
her  associates  in  this  plot,  as  you 
term  it  ? 

A.  She  said  that  she  was  bound 
to  secrecy,  ^though  she  longed  to  in* 
form  me^  that  was  her  expression. 

Q.  Then  how  could  you  impli- 
cate others,  if  she  did  not  intbrni 
you  who  they  were  i* 

A.  There  was  one  or  two  person^ 
whose  name  she  mentioned  as  hav- 
ing offered  her  money  for  some 
papers. 

Q.  ^Vho  were  they  ? 

A.  One  was  Sir  Francss  Burdett  ; 
she  said  that  Sir  Francis  Burdett, 
about  eighteen  months  before,  ha.d 
offered  her  4,000/.  for  the  pajiers, 
but  that  she  would  not  Llien  take 
less  than  J 0,(100/.  I  difd  not  beli^v® 
her.   (Loud  taiis^hing.J 

Q.  Who  were  the  others  ? 

A.  I  do  not  wish  to  mention, 

[The  Chairman  directed  the  wit- 
ness to  answer  the  question.] 

A»  There   was   b'.'t  one  more  ;   I 
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do  not  choose  to  mention  the  other 
person. 

[The  Chairman  informed  the  wit- 
ness, it  was  the  sense  of  the  Com- 
hiittee  he  inustanswer>the  question.] 

A.  It  was  Captain  Dodd  that  she 
mentioned  as  the  other  person  who 
wished  to  get  tlie  papers  from  her. 

Q.  How  was  this  to  be  carried 
into  execution  ? 

A.  She  did  not  inform  me. 

Q.  You  have  stated,  that  if  you 
gave  names,  you  must  imphcate  a 
number  of  people ;  how  much  fur- 
ther do  you  mean  to  go  with  the 
names,  to  make  out  a  number  of 
people  f 

A.  I  do  iiot  mean  to  go  any  fur- 
ther. 

[The  following  words  of  the  wit- 
ness, in  a  preceding  part  of  the  ex- 
amination, were  read  :] 

"  A.  I  am  afraid  I  should  be 
obliged  to  implicate  many  persons 
with  whom  she  took  very  great  li- 
berties, in  mentioning  their  names, 
as  persons  who  were  in  fact  instiga- 
ting her  to  these  acts." 

Q.  Do  you  mean  that  two  con- 
stitute the  many  you  spoke  of  ? 

[The  witness  referred  to  a  paper.] 

Q.  What  is  that  paper  to  which 
you  are  referring  ? 
^     A.  Memorandum?. 

Q.  Do  vou  mean  that  two  consti- 
tttte  the  many  you  spoke  of? 


A.  Two  cannot  constitute  many, 

Q,  Then  name  the  others. 

A.  I  am  in  an  error  in  that,  in 
mentioning  many. 

Q.  What  terms,  or  what  conside- 
ration did  she  inform  you  Ciiptain 
Dodd  had  offered  for  the  papers  ? 

A.  She  did  not  mention  what  he 
had  offered  for  the  papers,  but  that 
he  had  wished  to  possess  the  papers. 

Q.  Do  you  know  what  situation 
Captain  Dodd  is  in  ? 

A.  I  do  not. 

Q.  Does  he  hold  any  official  si- 
tuation, that  you  know  of? 

A.  I  believe  he  does. 

Q.  What  is  it? 

A.  1  do  not  know  what  it  is  that 
he  holds,  but  I  believe  he  holds 
some  official  situation  under  His 
Roval  Highness  the  Duke  of  Kent. 

Q.  Do  you,  of  your  own  know- 
ledge, know  of  any  other  persons 
concerned  in  this  transaction  ? 

A.  I  do  not ;  I  do  not  know  that 
they  are,  further  than  the  report  of 
JNlrs.  Clarke  ;  nor  do  I  believe  it. 

Q.  You  referred  to  some  memo- 
randums ;  why  did  you  refer  to 
them,  and  what  do  they  contain  ? 

Tlipy  contained  some  notes  taken 
at  different  periods;  I  believe  the 
best  way  will  be  to  read  the  whole. 

[The  witness  was  directed  to  with- 
draw.] 


Some  discussion  took  place  as  to  the  propriety  of  reading  the 
witness's  memorandums  in  evidence,  when  it  was  decided  that 
they  should  not  be  read. 

There  was  also  some  conversation  between  Mr.  Sturges 
Bourne,  Earl  Temple,  and  Mr.  Windham,  on  the  expe- 
diencv  of  confining  the  witnesses  to  speak  to  their  own  know- 
ledge, in  imitation  of  the  courts  of  law  ;  though  they  asserted 
that  the  House  was  bound  by  no  such  rules,  nor  had  in  its  prac- 
tice observed  them,  still  it  was  thought  expedient  to  adopt  them 
upon  the  present  occasion.  The  Chairman  was  accordingly  au- 
thorised to  signify  the  same  to  the  witnesses. 

Capiain  Huxley  Sanden  was  called  for. 

Mr.  Perceval  proposed,  that  as  there  was  one  witness  to 
whom  a  later   hour  might  be  inconvenient,    the  Hon.  Member 

would 
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would  pospone  llie  one  he  had  now  called  to  a  future  period  of  the 
night,  and  proceed  to  the  examination  of  Mrs.  Clarke. 

'Mk.  Wardle  said;,  that  as  he  had  but  a  few  questions  to  put 
to  Captain  Sandon,  lie  thoiighc  that  his  examination  had  belter  be 
disposed  of  at  once. 

Captain  Huxley  Sandon  was  accordindv  called  in,  and  hav- 
ing  heen  informed  by  the  Chairman  thai  he  M'as  to  answer  to  such 
facts  as  Avere  "within  his  own  knowledge,  and  not  to  iho^e  facts 
which  he  was  acquainted  with  only  from  hearsay,  was  examined 
by  Mr.  Wardle. 


Q.  Did  you  know  M  yor  Tonyn  ? 

A.  Yes,  I  did. 

Q.  Stale  what  you  know  respect- 
ing his  promotion  from  tlie  4Slli  to 
the  majority   of   the  3 1st  regiment. 

A.  In  an  interview  with  Mrs. 
Clarke,  she  asked  me  if  1  had  any 
military  friends  that  wished  for  in- 
terest ;  if  they  had  money,  she 
thought  she  could  get  them  pro- 
moted. At  that  period,  I  did  not 
know  any  body;  but  meeting  with 
Mr.  Donovan  the  next  day,  1  asked 
him  if  he  had  any  friends,  he  said 
yes,  there  was  a  gentleman  in  town 
that  he  thought  would  give  a  sum  of 
money  for  a  step  ;  1  asked  him  what 
sum  he  would  give ;  he  said  he 
thought  he  would  give  tive  hundred 
guineas.  I  spoke  to  Mrs.  Clarke 
upon  tiie  subjecfe,  and  she  said,  by 
all  means  close  vvith  him.  When  I 
saw  Mr.  Donovan,  I  told  him  that  I 
thought  I  could  procure  his  friend  the 
step  that  he  wished  for;  upon  which 
he  produced  a  memorandum,  signed 
by  a  Mr.  Gilpin  of  the  Strand,  for  the 
sum  I  have  mentioned,  whenever  he 
should  appear  in  the  London  Ga- 
zette, gazetted  as  a  major.  I  be- 
lieve it  was  near  upon  two  months 
or  ten  weeks,  I  suppose  it  might  be 
two  months,  when  Captain  Tonyn, 
for  I  never  had  the  honour  of  seeing 
Captain  Tonyn  before  that  period, 
got  tired  that  his  promotion  did  not 
appear  ;  he  desired  M  r.  Donovan  to 
call  upon  me,  to  say,  that  if  i  could 
not  get  the  business  finished,  i  had 
better  return  him  his  memorandum. 
I  waited  upon  Mrs.  Clarke,  and  told 
her  what  Mr.  Donovan  had  said. 


She  said    that  he  was  a  shabby  fel- 
low, that  he  was  very  much  in  haste, 
but  that   if  he  would   wait  quietly, 
she  dare  say  it  would  be   done,  and 
desired  me  to  say  that  he  had  better 
wait   a   hltle.     However,     the  next 
day  1  met  Mr.  Donovan,  and  I  told 
him  the  interest  that  we  had  to  pro- 
cure the  majority  ;  had  informed  me 
that  they   liad  better  wait  a   little. 
]\ir.  Donovan  said,   I  am  instructed 
b)  Captain  Tonyn  to  say,  you  must 
give  up  your  security   immediately, 
for  we  are  pretty  clear,  or  at  least  I 
am  pretty  clear,  you  cannot  get  him 
gazetted ;  and  another  thing.   Gene- 
ral Tonyn  has  spoken  to  the  Com- 
mander  in  Chief,  and  he  has  pro- 
mised him   the  first  majority  that  is 
vacant.     I   then   begged  to  see  Cap- 
tain Tonyn  ;    Mr.   Donovan    intro- 
duced me  to   him  ;  he  then  told  me 
the  same,  Sir,  this  business  has  been 
a  long  whjle   upon   the  carpet,  I  do 
not  think  you  can   effect  what  you 
say  you    can   do,  and  I  desire  you 
will  give  me   up  the  security  I  gave 
you,  for  General  Tonyn,  my  father, 
has    procured   a   promise  from    the 
Commander  in  Chief,  to  give  me  a 
majority.     I  observed  to  him,   that 
he  had  better  wait  a  few   days,  for 
that  I  thought  in  all  probability  lie 
would  be  gazetted.     However,  after 
.arguing  the   point  for  a  little  time, 
he  said,  for  two  ipr  three   Gazettes 
it  does  not  signify,  let  the  business 
go  on,  and  if  I  rind  I  am  gazetted  in 
a    week   or   ten   days,  the  bushiess 
shall  be  as  it  originally  was.     How- 
ever, to   make  short  of  the  story,  I 
believe  it  was  the  Wednesday  when 
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we  were  speaking,  and  on  the  Satur- 
day or  Tuesday  tollowing  he  was  in 
the  Gazette  as  major — the  conse- 
quence was,  1  received  the  five  hun- 
dred guineas,  500/.  I  gave  to  Mrs. 
Clarke,  and  25/.  to  Mr.  Donovan. 
{By  Sir  Thomas  Tuhton.) 

Q.  Do  you  of  your  own  know- 
ledge know  that  the  promotion  of 
Major  Tonyn  was  owing  to  the  in- 
terference of  Mrs.  Clarke  ? 

A.  No,  I  cannot  say  any  thing 
upon  the  subject. 

Q.  Have  you  any  and  what  rea- 
son to  believe  it  was  owing  to  the 
interference  of  Mrs.  Clarke  ? 

A.  I  have  no  reason  at  all  to  be- 
lieve it  was  owing  to  the  interference 
of  Mrs.  Clarke. 

Q.  Did  Mrs.  Clarke  ever  inform 
you  that  she  had  procured  the  ap- 
pointment of  JNlajor  Tonyn  from  His 
Eoyal  Highness  the  Duke  of  York  ? 

A.  She  certainly  informed  me  &he 
had  got  him  gazetted. 

Q.  Do  you  mean  by  that,  that  she 
informed  you  that  she  had  got  him 
gazetted  by  means  of  her  application 
to  the  Duke  of  York  ? 

A.  She  always  told  me  she  would 
get  him  gazetted,  and  of  course  it 
was  through  that  interest,  I  imagine. 

Q.  Did  she  state  that  it  was 
through  the  Duke  of  York  that  she 
obtained  it  i 

A.  She  told  me  yes,' 'that  it  was 
through  her  interest ;  but  whether  it 
\vas  or  not  I  cannot  say. 

Q.  Do  you  believe  that  this  was 
obtained  through  Mrs.Clarke's  appli- 
cation to  the  Duke  of  York  ? 

A.  I  doubt  it  exceedingly. 

Q.  Had  you  yourself  no  emolu- 
ment from  this  transaction  ? 

A.  I  received  five  hundred  gui- 
neas, 500/.  I  gave  to  Mrs.  Clarke, 
and  25/.  1  gave  to  Mr.  Donovan, 
which  1  believe  makes  the  five  hun- 
dred guineas.     I  had  no  emolument. 

Q.  Did  Mrs.  Clarke  send  you  a 
Gazette,  announcing  the  promo- 
tion ? 

A.  I  really  do  not  know,  T  gave 
\ex  the  money  the  moment  I  saw  it 


in  the  Gazette  r  she  had  no  occa- 
sion, for  1  watched  the  Gazette,  and 
the  moment  I  saw  him  gazetted,  I 
took  her  the  money. 

Q.  You  have  stated,  that  you  do 
not  believe  this  appointment  "was  ef- 
fected by  the  interference  of  Mrs. 
Clarke;  for  what  did  \ou  pay  Mrs. 
Clarke  the  500/.  ? 

A.  Because  we  had  promised  upon 
his  appearing  in  the  Gazette  as  a 
major,  for  that  was  the  way  in  which 
the  note  ran,  that  we  were  to  receive 
the  five  hundred  guineas,  whether  it 
was  by  her  interest  or  General 
Tonyn's  did  not  signify,  the  note 
ran  ''  on  my  appearing  m  the  Lon- 
don Gazette,  gazetted  as  a  myjor." 

Q.  Did  you  apply  to  Mrs.  C^Jarke 
for  this  appointment  to  be  in  the 
Gazette,  and  on  seeing  the  appoint- 
ment in  the  Gazette,  she  was  to  re- 
ceive 500/.  ?     A.  Yes. 

Q.  General  Tonyn  was  promised 
the  first  majority  that  became  va- 
cant for  his  son  ? 

A.  So  Captain  Tonyn  told  me. 

Q.  Did  you  receive,  as  a  remune- 
ration to  yoursfelf,  any  part  of  the 
500/.?    A.   No. 

Q.  You  have  stated,  that  you  de- 
livered the  500/.  to  Mrs.  Clarke, 
and  the  25/.  to  Mr.  Donovan ;  what 
advantage  had  you  .^ 

A.  Nothing  at  all. 

[The  witnesb  was  directed  to  with- 
draw.] 

(George   Holme   Sumner,    Esq.    a 
mcrnher  of  the  House,  made  the  foi- 
loiuing  stutejueiit :) 
I  have  only  to  confirm  the  state- 
ment  made   by   General   Clavering, 
that  I  have  no  nephew  of  the  name 
of  Sumner,  and  that  I   believe  there 
is  no  such  person  living  in  the  Tem- 
ple. 

(Mrs.  Clarke  tm*  called  in,  andhav- 
ingbeen  informed  by  the  Chairman, 
that  she  ivas  to  ansii'er  only  -.those 
questions  ivhich  she  could  anstver 
from  her  ozun  knowledge,  nas  era- 
mined  by  Mr.Wardle,  asfolloivs:) 

Q.  Do  you  recollect  recommend- 
ing Captain  Tonyn  of  the  48th  re- 

niineiit 
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giment,  fV)r  a  majority,  to  His  Royal 
Iligliness  the  Comnjauder  in  Chief  ? 

A.  I  do. 

Q.  Do  you  recollect  who  intro- 
duced Captain  1  onyn  to  you  for 
your  recommendation  ? 

A.  Either  Mr.  Donovan  or  Cap- 
tain Sandon. 

Q.  Do  you  recollect  whether  you 
were  to  receive  any  sum  of  money, 
provided  Captain  Tonyn  was  gazet- 
ted ? 

A.  I  do  not  recollect  the  stipulated 
sum,  but  I  received  500/.  when  it 
was  gazetted. 

Q.  Did  you  make  it  known,  when 
you  recommended  Captain  Tonyn  to 
ihe  Commander  in  Chief,  that  you 
were  to  receive  any  pecuniary  con- 
sideration for  his  promotion  ?,  A. Yes. 
(Bif  Mr.  Dickinson.) 

Q.  How  did  you  come  by  the  Ga- 
zette you  sent  to  Dr.  Tiiynne? 

A.  I  suppose  by  the  newspaper 
man. 

(By  Mr.  Croker.) 

Q.  Did  you  ever  apply  to  General 
Clavering  for  a  recommendation  in 
favour  of  Lieutenant  Sumner? 

A.  Yes. 

Q.  Are  you  acquainted  with  Lieu- 
tenant Sumner  ?     A.  No. 

Q,  Who  recommended  Lieutenant 
Sumner  to  you  ? 

A.  Mr.  Donovan. 

Q.  Do  you  recollect,  whether  you 
represented  Lieutenant  Sumner  to 
General  Clavering  as  being  allied  or 
connected  with  any  particular  par- 
son ?   fj  lavgh  !) 

A.  Yes,  with  his  relations. 

Q-  What  relations  r 

^-  His  Uncle. 

Q.  Who  was  his  Uncle  ? 

A.  Doctor  Sumner. 

Q.  Was  that  the  only  relation  you 
njentioned  to  General  Clavering  ? 

A.  No,  Mr.  Sumner  the  member 
also. 

Q.  By  whom  was  Lieutenant 
Sumner  represented  to  you,  as  the 
Nephew  of  Mr.Sumner  the  Member.? 

-A.  He  was  a  Nephew  of  the  Doctor. 

Q.  What  relationship  was  he  re- 


presented as  bearing  to  Mr.  Sumner 
the  Member  ? 

A.  Lcannot  exactly  recollect,  but 
it  was  Cousin,  or  something  in  that 
way  ;  that  he  was  a  relation. 

Q-  Have  you  ever  represented 
yourself  as  being  under  the  protec- 
tion of  a  Mr.  Mellish  ? 

A.  Neither  him,  nor  any  man. 

Q.  Have  you  not  represented  your- 
self as  being,  at  one  time,  under  the 
protection  of  His  Royal  Highness 
the  Duke  of  York  .? 

A.  1  really  think  that  Gentleman 
is  more  mad  than  the  person  that 
was  committed  last  night. 

[The  Chairman  informed  the  wit- 
ness she  must  answer  the  questi- 
ons, and  not  make  irrelevant  ob- 
servalions.] 

A.  The  whole  of  the  Gentlemen 
know  that  already,  by  the  repre- 
sentation which  has  been  given  be- 
fore. 

Q.  Have  you  not  represented 
yourself  as  being,  at  one  time,  un- 
der the  protection  of  His  Royal 
Highness  the  Duke  of  York  ? 

A.  I  do  not  know  that  I  ever  did 
represent  myself  so  ;  people  knew 
it  without  my  telling  it. 

Q.  What  do  you  mean  by  saying, 
it  was  very  well  known  already  by 
what  had  happened  ? 

A.  I  do  not  recollect  the  name  of 
any  person  that  I  ever  represented 
myself  to  as  living  under  the  protec- 
tion of  the  Duke  of  York. 

Q.  Will  you  positively  say  you 
do  not  recollect  ever  to  have  stated, 
that  you  lived  under  the  protection 
of  the  Duke  of  York  ? 

A.  Yes,  I  will  positively  say,  that 
I  do  not  recollect  that  1  did  to  any 
particular  person. 

Q.  Will  you  say  that  you  never 
represented  yourself  as  being  under 
the  protection  of  any  gentleman  of 
the  name  of  Mellish  ? 

A.  No,  I  never  did,  nor  any  other. 

Q.  You  are  positive  of  that  ? 

A.  Quite  so. 

Q.  Did  you  ever  make  any  repre- 
sentation to  that  effect  f 

2  JB  2  A.  Never. 
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jA.  Never. 

Q.  Did  you  never  make  any  such 
representation  to  General  Clavering? 

A.  No,  never;  1  will  repeat  what 
v.'Qs  said  in  my  parlour  ;  General 
Claverinor  was  mentioning  to  me, 
one  morning  when  be  called,  that 
Turf  Mellish  was  just  setting  oft' with 
General  Ferguson ;  I  said,  yes,  1 
have  been  told  so,  that  he  had  ta- 
ken leave  of  the  Prince  the  night  be- 
fore :  he  said  that  I  was  in  a  very 
good  house,  and  something,  that 
Contractors  and  beef  went  on  very 
well;  that  was  all  tliat  passed: 
1  made  no  answer  to  that :  I  have 
many  times  heard  the  report  both 
of  him  and  many  others.  ' 

Q.  Do  you  recollect  having  con- 
versation with  Mr.  Donovan,  in  No- 
vember last,  relative  to  the  proceed- 
ings that  are  now  taking  place  ? 

A.  No. 

Q.  Do  you  recollect  stating,  in  a 
conversation  to  Mr.  Donovan,  that 
if  His  Royal  Highness  the  Duke  of 
York  would  not  come  into  your 
terms,  you  would  publish  all  the 
transactions  which  had  passed  be- 
tween you  during  the  time  you  li- 
ved together  ?     A.  No. 

Q.  Did  any  thing  to  that  effect 
pass  between  you  and  Mr.  Dono- 
van ?     A.  No. 

Q.  Did  you  ever  try  to  induce 
Mr.  Donovan  to  assist  you  in  any 
purpose  of  exposing  the  Duke  of 
\ork,  or  publishing  those  transac- 
tions ? 

'  A.  No  ;  but  I  will  repeat  what 
he  said  to  me  in  the  Secretary's  room 
the  other  night  ;  he  said,  if  he  had 
been  aware  of  what  Col.  Wardle  in- 
tended to  have  done, and  he  had  called 
upon  him  and  stated  his  intentions 
and  behaved  in  a  handsome  man- 
ner, he  would  have  put  him  into  the 
way  of  proceeding,  but  as  it  was,  he 
should  go  entirely  against  the  whole 
of  it ;  that  he  might  have  given  him 
many  and   many  cases. 

Q.  Is  that  conversation  which 
took  place  the  other  evening  in  the 
Witnesses  joom;  the  Oiily  ,one  you 


liave  ever  had  with  Mr.  Donovafi 

concerninc  this  business  ? 

O 

A.  The  only  one,  except  what  I 
wrote. 

Q.  Was  any  body  present  wheo 
this  conversatioii  took  place  between 
you  and  Mr.  Donovan  in  the  Wit- 
nesses room  ? 

A.  It  was  full  of  persons,  but  he 
spoke  to  me  privately  apart. 

Q.  Did  you  ever  mention  Sir 
Francis  Burdett's  name  to  Mr,  Do-^ 
novan  in  a/iy  way  connected  with 
this  subject  ?     A.   No. 

Q.  Do  you  know  Sir  Francis 
Burdett  ? 

A.  In  what  way,  as  an  acquain- 
tance or  personally  only. 

Q.  Are  you  acquainted  with  him  ? 

A.  I  have   seen   him  a  few  tinies. 

Q.  Have  you  ever  spoken  to  him 
or  he  to  you  ? 

A.  I  told  him  I  had  l>een  a  little 
acquainted   ^vith   him,  very  slightly. 

Q.  Has  Sir  Francis  Burdett  ever 
written  to  youor  sent  youa  mesage  ? 

A.  No  he  has  not,  not  t  at  I  can 
recollect. 

Q.  Did  Sir  Francis  Burdett  ever 
apply  to  you  to  procure  from  you 
any  papers  relative  to  the  subject 
now  under, inquiry  ^ 

A.  Never  once;  nor  have  I  had 
any  sort  of  communication,  nor 
heard  or  known  any  thing  of  Sir 
Francis  Burdett  since  May  last,  and 
that  was  merely  accidental. 

Q.  Have  you  ever  told-  Mr.  Do- 
novan, or  any  body  else,  that  Sir 
Francis  Burdett,  offered  vou  money 
for  some  papers  in  your  possession, 
or  any  thing  to  that  effect  ?  A.  No. 

Q.  Do  you  know  Captain  Dodd  ? 

A.  Yes  I  do,  ^Tightly. 

Q.  How  long  have  you  known 
Captain  Dodd? 

A .  Since  my  living  in  his  neigh- 
bourhood. 

Q.  Do  yoci  often  see  Capt.  Dodd  ? 

A.  What  is  meant  by  often  ? 

Q.  More  times  than  once,  or  1k)w 
often  ? 

A.  Yes,  more  times  than  once  il 

thai  is  often, 

Q.When 


197 


Q.  When  did  you  see  Captain 
Dodd  last  ? 

A,  1  do  not  recollect ;  but  I  have 
no  view  in  screening  it  at  all  ;  I  am 
not  ashamed  of  CajUain  Dodd,  nor  I 
dare  say  Captain  Dodd  of  me,  only 
perhaps  just  at  this  time. 

Q.  Did  Captain  Dodd  by  any 
means  demand  or  ask  of  you  any 
papers  in  your  possession  relative  to 
this  transaction  ? 

A.  Never  ;  we  have  never  talked 
about  it. 

Q    Did  you    ever   represent   to 
Mr.  Donovan,  or    any  other   per- 
son,  that  Captain    Dodd    had  tried 
to  procure  from  you  souje  papers  re- 
lative to  this  trarisaction  ? 
A.  Never  to  any  one. 
Q.  Did  you  ever  express  any  wish 
to   Mr.   Donovan,    that   he     would 
join  with  you  or  assist   you  in   pro- 
secuting this  inquu-y  ?      A.  Never. 
Q.  Or  on  any    subject  connected 
with  the  tranr^actions  now  under  in- 
quiry ?     A.  Never. 

Q.  Do  you  know  Colonel  M'jMa- 
hon  ?     A.  Yes. 

Q.  Did  you  ever  write  an  anony- 
mous letter  to  His  Roytil  Highness 
the  Prince  of  Wales  r 

A.  To  shew  Colonel  M'Mahon 
in  his  proper  colours,  I  will  produce 
his  notes  here  to-morrow  evening. 
Q.  Did  you  ever  write  an  anony- 
mous letter  to  His  Royal  t7)i;^hness 
the  Prince  of  Wales  ? 

A.  I  wrote  a  few  lines  to  the 
Prince  of  Wales,  stating  that  a  per- 
son wished  to  see  him,  and  Colonel 
IM'Mahon  called 

Q.  Did  you  sign  your  own  name, 
or  any  name,  to  ihosefew  hues  wliich 
you  sent  to  the  Prince  of  Wales  ? 

A.  It  was  only  a  few  lines  without 
any  name,  and  Colonel  M'Mahon 
called  in  consequence,  and  when  the 
servant  opened  the  door,  he  asked, 
who  kept  the  house  ;  Mrs.  Farqu- 
har,  that  was  my  mother.  When  he 
came  up  stairs  into  the  flrawing- 
room,  he  said,  Mrs.  Furquhar  hov/ 
do  you  do  ;  what  is  the  business  ;  1 
lold  him  that  I   wished  to  seei   the 


Prince  of  Wales,  and  after  a  few  mi- 
nutes  convcrsutiou,  Colonel  M'Ma- 
hon found  that  I  wasMrs.  Clarke  ;  he 
then   promised  to  communicate  the 
n}essage  to  the  Prince,  and  the  ne.vt 
day  brought  me  a  very  civil  m(!ssage 
from   His   Royal   Highne'-s,  stating, 
that  he  was  extremely  sorry  he  was 
obliged   to  go  out  of  town  to  Brigh- 
ton, which   he  did  do  that  morning, 
tiiat  it  was  impossible  for  him  to  in- 
terfere,   that    he   had  a   very  great 
respect  for    me,    was  sorry   for   the 
manlier  iixwhich  I  had  been  treated, 
and   that  Colonel   M'Mahon  might 
u^e  his  influence  with   the  Duke  of 
York    to  be  the  bearer  of  any  mes- 
sage that    might    be  the   means  of 
making  peace;     biil    that   it  was  li 
very  delicate  matter  for  His  Royal 
Highness  tointerfere  with  his  brother. 
Several  n(;tes  passed  between  Ct;lo- 
nel  iNI'Mahon  and   me,  and   several 
interviews.     He  '  n^entioned    to   me 
that  he  had  seen  His  Royal  Highness 
the    Duke   of  York    at   one  time,  I 
think  in  July,  that  the  Duke  of  York 
asked   him,   if  I  was  not  very   much 
exasperated  against  him,  and  ii  I  did 
not   use  verv  stron;^:    lan^uaire,  and 
abuse  iiim.  Colonel  M*Muhon  said, 
quite  the  contrary,  Sir,  !  assure  you  ; 
jNlrs.    Clarke  is   very  mild  towards 
you,  and    she  lays    the  whole  of  the 
blame  on  INlr.  Adam  ;  he  said,  She 
is  very    right,  1  vvill  see  into  her  af- 
fairs.    Ihat  vv-as  the  end  of  the  first 
messasie.     f  think  the   last    mcssaae 
that  Colonel  M'Malion  brougiit  me 
was,     that    lie   could   not  bring    his 
Roval  Iliahness  to  any  terms  at  all, 
to  any  sort   of  m.eiuiing,  concernn\g 
the   debis,  and   aUhough   I   had  be- 
haved so  very  handsome  towards  his 
Roydl   Highness,  and   had    exacted 
nothing  but  his  o.vn   promises  to  he 
put  in   execution,   or   even    to  take 
the   sum   that   was  due  to  me  upon 
the  annuity  and  pay  the  tradesmen, 
and    then    I    u-nuid    let   His  Pvoyal 
Highness  off  of   liie  debts,   as  that 
perhaps  v/ould   satisfy    them ;    that 
lie    considered    it  as  very    fair,  and 
veiv   honourubht,  uud    verv  liberal, 

or 
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or  be  would  not  bavebeen  the  bear- 
rr  (jf  those  messages  ;  and  he  said, 
he  esteemed  me  very  much,  from 
tlie  character  I  bore  among  my  fe- 
male acquaintances  that  he  was  in- 
timate with,  I  mean  women  of  cha- 
racter, and  for  the  services  I  had 
done  to  many  poor  young  men  within 
Lis  knowledge.  I  will  bring  some 
of  his  notes,  or  give  them  to  Colo- 
nel Wardle,  to  be  read  here  to-mor- 
row, to  corroborate  what  1  have 
stated. 

{Bij  Mr.  Croker.) 

Q.  Did  you  in  November  or  De- 
cember last,  represent  yourself  to 
any  persons  as  still  having  the  power 
of  procuring  military  promotions, 
or  any  other  olfices  ? 

A.  No;  but! recommended  some 
that  wanted    promotion  to  a  person. 

Q.  Who  was  the  person  to  whom 
\'0u  recommended  them  ? 

A.  I  will  mention  his  name  ;  and 
I  intend  to  have  him  here  ;  but  it 
cannot  happen  immediately,  from 
some  circumstances.  1  must  beg 
to  be  excused  naming  him  now. 
[The  Chairman  informed  the  witness 

that  she  nuistanswer  the  question.] 

A.  If  I    answer   the  question,  it 
will  be  impossible  for  me  to  produce 
him   hero  ;    he  will  get  out  of  the 
way  ;  he  will  not  come  here. 
[The  Chairman  informed  the  witness 

that  she  n)ust  answer  the  question.] 

A.  Mr.  Maltbv,  of  Fishmoni^ers' 
Hall. 

Q.  Is  Mr.  I^Ialtby  the  only  per- 
son to  whom  you  have  made  any  re- 
commendations since  November  or 
December  last  ? 

A.  Yes  ;  e\-cej)t  liie  letters  I  sent 
to  General  Clavering. 

Q.  Have  you  represented  your- 
self at  any  time,  since  the  close  of 
the  year  iSOG,  as  having  it  in  your 
power  to  procure  army  promotions 
or  other  offices  ? 

A.  No  ;  except  through  Mr. 
MaltV)y,  which  he  can  speak  to,  if 
they  lay  hold  ofhi;n. 

Q.  Have  vou  had  any  communi- 


cation with  any  other  person  than 
Mr.  Maltby,  relative  to  tlie  procur- 
ing army  promotions  or   offices  ? 

A.  No;  except  that  I  hax'e  just 
spoken  to. 

Q.  What  situations  did  you  endea- 
vour  to  procure  through  Mr.  INlalt- 
by,  and  fir  who'n  ? 

A.  As  I  thought  Mr.lMaltby  ought 
to  be  exposed  in  the  whole  of  his 
conduct,  I  have  not  thought  much 
about  it  ;  but  I  have  letters  at 
home  I  can  bring  forward,  when  I 
am  called  upon. 

Q.    What   situation   did  you   en- 
deavour   to    procure   through  iNIr.    ' 
INIalby:  and  for  whom. 

A.  T  forget. 

Q  Do  you  not  recollect  any  one 
of  them  ?     A.   Not  one. 

Q.  Of  the  situations  yon  endea- 
voured to  procure  so  latelv  as  No- 
vember or  December  last  ? 

A.  I  am  so  little  interested   in  it..^^ 
now,  I  cannot  recollect.  ,ia 

Q.  Do  you    even    recollect   how    1 
many  situations  vou  endeavoured  to 
procure  ?     A.  No. 

Q.  Can  you  recollect  whether 
they  were  army'  promotions,  or  ci- 
vil situations  ?  A 

A.  The  letters  I  have  at  home 
can  distinguish  between  them,  but  I 
cannot  at  present ;  besides,  I  wanted 
thpm  for.  friends. 

Q.  Who  were  the  friends  for  whom 
you  wanted  these  appointments  ? 

A.   When  they  give  me  the  liberty   ii 
of  using  their  names,  I  will  commu- 
nicate them. 

[The   Chairman   informed  the  wit- 
ness   she   must  give   a  direct  an- 
swer  to  the  questions,  unless  she 
objected  to  them,  and  appealed  to  ^ 
the  Chair.]  |jH 

A  [certainly  must  object  to  them, 
[The  Chairman  informed  the  wit- 
ness, that  it  was  the  opinion  of 
the  Committee  that  she  should 
name  the  persons.] 

A.  I   have  already   named    Mr. 

.Maltby ; 
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*Maltby  ;    if  lie  is  brought   forward 
perhaps  he  will  name  tht;  persons. 

[The  Chairman  again  informed  tlie 
witness,  that  it  was  the  opuiion  of 
the  Committee  that  she  should 
name  tlie  persons.] 

A.  One  is  Mr.  Lawson  ;  I  cannot 
recollect  the  other. 

Q.  Recollect  yourself,  and  state 
to  the  Committee  those  persons 
whom  you  fo  represented  as  your 
friends  whose  names  you  would  com- 
municate when  you  had  their  per. 
mission  ?     A.  That  is  one  of  them. 

Q.   Who  were  the  others  ? 

A,   I   do  not  recollect. 

Q.  Why  did  you  speak  of  friends, 
instead  of  speaking  of  a  single  friend? 

A,  If  you  try  to  serve  a  person 
you  call  them  your  friends,  if  you 
interest  yourself  for  them. 

Q.  Do  you  stake  the  veracity  of 
your  testimony  upon  that  last  an- 
swer, that  you  recollect  bat  one  of 
these  persons  ? 

A.  I  think  that  I  ought  to  appeal 
to  the  Chair  now. 

[The  Chairman  directed  the  wit- 
ness to  state  the  objection  she  had, 
and  the  Committee  would  decide 
upon  it.] 

A.  He  is  a  very  respectable  man, 
and  he  has  been  already  very  ill  used, 
and  I  am  afraid  of  committing  liim 
and  his  family. 

[The  Chairman  directed  the  wit- 
ness to  name  the  person  whom  she 
alluded  to  as  a  respectable  per- 
son.] 

A.  That  is  giving  his  name  at 
once;  really  I  cannot  pronounce  his 
name  rightly,  though  I  know  how  to 
spell  it,  and  I  must  be  excused. 

Q.  Do  you  not  know  how  to  pro- 
nounce the  name  of  your  particular 
friend,  whom  you  represented  as  a 
hardly  used  man  ? 

[The  Chairman  admonished  the 
witness  that  her  present  conduct 
was  very  disrespectful  to  the  Com- 
xiiittee.] 


A.  I  mean  to  behave  very  res- 
pectfully, and  i  am  very  fcorry'jf  ido 
not  ;  but  1  do  not  know  but  the 
Gentleman  may  lose  the  money  he 
has  already  lodged,  if  I  mention  his 
name. 

[The  witness  was  directed  to  with- 
draw. 

A  short  discussion  here  took  place 
in  the  house,  upon  her  refusal, 
when  it  was  determined  that  she 
must  answer  the  qu-esiion. 

The  witness  was  again  called  in, 
and  informed  by  the  Chairman, 
that  the  Comniittee  had  consi- 
dered her  reason  for  declininf^  to 
answer  the  question  put  to  her, 
and  was  of  opinion  that  she  must 
answer  the  question.] 

Q.  What  is  the  name  of  the  per- 
son you    alluded  to  ? 

A.   .Mr.  Ludowick   or   Lodowick. 

Q.  Has  that  gentleman  any  other 
name  but  Ludowick  ? 

A.  1  do  not  know  his  other  name, 

Q.  Who  is  Mr.  Ludowick  ? 

A.  He  is  a  gentleman,  I  believe 
he  lives  in  Essex  :  that  is  all  1  know 
of  him. 

Q.  Whereabouts  in  Essex  does  he 
live  ?     A.   1  do  not  know. 

Q.  Who  introduced  Mr.  Ludo- 
wick to  you  ? 

A.  I  never  was  introduced  at  all, 

Q.  How  did  you  become  ac- 
quainted with  Mr.  Ludowick  ? 

A.  Through  different  friends. 

Q.  Name  the  friends  that  recohi- 
meiided-  Mr.  Ludowick  to  you. 

A.  I  cannot  exactly  name  which 
it  was  in  particular,  but  Mr.  Malt- 
by  can  tell,  if  he  is  had  before  the 
House. 

Q.  Name  the  friends  that  re- 
commended Mr.  Ludowick  to  you. 

A.  I  cannot  name  any  one  in  par- 
ticular ;  Mr.  INIaltby  knows  more 
of  him  himself  than  I  do. 

Q.  Is  Mr.  Ludowick  the  person 
whom  you  stated  as  having  suffered 
enough  already,  whose  name  you 
were  unwilling  to  tell  .?     A.  y<^s. 

5  Q.  In 
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Q.  In  what  has  he  suffered  al- 
ready ? 

A.  In  lodging  his  money,  and 
being  a  long  while  out  of  the  ap- 
poinUnent,  nieeling  with  frt'quent 
diiappointmunts  troni  day  to  day. 
At  a  future  time,  or  afttjr  Mr.  IVlalt- 
hy  lias  been  cxaniined,  I  will  mention 
the  General  Officer's  name  that  he 
has  made  ivee  with,  I  do  not  know 
wiiether  correctly  or  incorrectly. 

Q.  That  who  has  made  free  with, 
Ludowick  or  MaUby  ? 

A,  Maltbv. 

Q.  What  disappointments  h;is 
■3Mr.  Ludowick  suffered,  to  which 
you  allude  ? 

A.  I  have  already  slated  them. 

Q.  What  ap|)ointment  has  jNIr. 
Ludowick  been  disappomtcd  of  ? 

A.  1  believe  two  or  three  ;  first 
one  was  mentioned,  then  another  : 
1  cannot  speak  to  one  particularly'. 

Q.  'l\y  to  recollect  any  one  of 
them,  or  all  of  them  ? 

A.  1  really  cannot  ;  when  Mr. 
iMaltby  comes  forward,  he  will  be 
able. 

Q.  Do  you  mean  to  state,  that 
you  cannot  recollect  any  one  of  the 
appointments  Mr.  Ludowick  has 
been  disappointed  of  ? 

A.  One  1  can  ;  but  there  have 
been  three  or  four  since  oHVred  to 
him,  neither  of  which  he  has  been 
able  to  procure. 

Q..   Name  that  one  ? 

A.  Assistant  Conunissary,  I  think. 

Q.  Where  has  Mr.  Ludowick 
lodged  the  money  which  )ou  speak 
of,  <jr  with  whom  ? 

A.  As  to  that  I  connot  tell,  but  I 
can  when  I  look  over  wy  papers  at 
home. 

Q.  Do  you  say  positively,  that, 
without  looking  over  your  papers  at 
home,  you  caimot  say  where  this 
n)onev  is  lodjied  ?     A.  Yes,  I  do. 

C^.  liow  much  money  has  Mr. 
Ludowick  lodged  ? 

A.'From  SOO/.  to  1000/. 

Q.  Who  was  the  Cieneral  OHicer, 
Mho6enam«-:Mr.  Maltby  represented 
hiauelf  as  having  made  use  of? 


A.  Is  that  a  fair  question. 

[The  Chairman  infornied  the  witnes! 
that  she   must  answer    the  ques- j 
tion.]  ^ 

A.  Sir  Arthur  Wellesley  ;  and  one 
of  the  excuses  for  one  of  the  ap- 
pointments not  taking  place,  was,  Sir 
Arthur  being  so  very  deeply  engaged 
in  the  investigation  at  Chelsea.  If 
this  is  not  true,  I'm  doing  Sir  Ar- 
thur a  great  service  by  bringing  it 
forward. 

Q.  What  appointment  was  it  that 
was  so  delayed,  by  Sir  Arthur  being 
so  much  engaged  ? 

A.  I  believe  it  was  this  first,  that 
of  Assistant  Commissary,  but  I  am 
not  sure. 

Q.  Tor  whose  use  is  the  money 
lodged  ? 

A.  I  do  not  know,  but  I  can  tell 
by  looking  at  my  papers. 

Q.  You  have  certain  papers  at 
home,  which  enable  you  to  state  to 
the  Committee  for  whose  benefit 
the  sum  of  money  in  question  is  now 
lodged,  and  where  it  is  lodged  ? 

A.  Yes. 

Q.  How  came  you  to  be  in  pos- 
session ol  tiiose  papers  ? 

A.  They  vviU  shew  for  themselves 
when  1  })roduce  them,  better  than  1 
can  explain  it. 

Q.  How  tame  you  in  possession 
of  those  papers  ? 

A.   From   Mr.  Maltby. 

Q.  Was  it  Mr.  Maltby  that  intro- 
ductid  Mr.  Ludowick  to  you,  or  you 
Mr.  Ludowick  to  Mr.  Maltby  ? 

A.  1  do  not  thnk  they  have  ever 
seen  each  other,  not  that  I  know   of 

Q.  Did  yon  first  mention  Mr. 
Ludouick's  name  to  Mr.  Maltby,  or 
did  Mr.  Maltby  mention  it  first  to 
you  ? 

A.  1  to  Mr.  MaUby  ;  I  believe  ho 
has  been  in  the  habit  of  acting  as 
agent  for  these  ten  or  a  dozen  years 
in  this  sort  of  way.  , 

Q.  Has  Mr.  Maltby  tnade  use  df 
the  name  of  any  other  person  be- 
sides Sir  Arthur  Wellesley  ? 

A.  Ilq 
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A,  He  ha<i  written  very  pointedly 
to  tliat  to  me,  and  spoken  besides. 

Q.  Has  Mr.  Maltby  made  use  '■>( 
the  name  of  any  otiier  person  be- 
sides JSir  Arthur  Wellesley  ? 

A.  1  cannot  rec(jllec:i  at  piesc  ijt  ; 
t>ut  I  shall,  at  a  future  time,  if  I 
;im  here,  and  will  state  it. 

Q.  Where  did  vou  form  your 
friendship  for  Mr.  Ludowick  ? 

A.  J  have  already  said,  that  aiiv 
man  that  I  inlerebicd  mys<.4f  f^or,  f 
considered  as  a  friend ;  1  am  not 
intimate  with  him. 

Q.  How  came  you  to  interest 
yourself  in  Mr.  Ludowick  ? 

A.   From  a  friend  t)f  my  own. 

Q.  Who  was  that  friend  ? 

A.  Mr.  Barber. 

Q.  Where  does  ?\Ir.  Barber  live  r 

A.  In  JEJroad-street,  in   the  City. 

Q.,  How  long  have  you  known 
Mr.  Ludowick  f 

A.  I  do  not  know  him,  but  by 
means  of  his  family. 

Q.  Do  vou  mean  to  say  you  have 
never  seen  Mr.  Ludowick  ? 

A.  No,  I  did  not  mean  to  say  that. 

Q.  Where  hrwe  you  seen  him, 
and  when  ? 

A.  I  have  already  said,  I  do  not 
know  him  ;  I  might  have  seen  him, 
and  not  have  known  him. 

Q.  Have  you  ever  seen  Mr.  Lu- 
dowick, or  not  ? 

A."  I  cannot  tell,  as  not  knowing 
his  person. 

Q.  About  what  time  was  it  thut 
this  Commissariat  appoiritment  be- 
gan to  be  in  negociation  ? 

A.  I  cannot  remeniber,  but  the 
papers  will  date  it  exactly. 

Q.  Wiiat  year  ?     A.  Last  yea r^ 

A.  Can  you  recollect  what  part  of 
last  year  ?    A.   No,  I  cannot. 

Q.  What  kind  of  papers  are  those 
>ou   allude   to  ;    are    they    letters  ? 

A.  I  do  not  know  what  they   are. 

Q.  Do  you  mean  to  say,  that  you 
do  not  know  at  all  what  kind  of  pa- 
pers they  are  ? 

A.  They  are  papers  written  on. 

Q.  Are  they  letters  or  securities  f 


A,  They  shew  what  they  are ;  I 
cannot  exactly  speak  to  them  ;  I 
will  give  them  to  Mr.  Wardle  to- 
morrow. 

Q,  Vou  have  said,  that  those  pa- 
pers will  inform  the  Committee  of 
all  the  particulars  of  this  transac- 
tion ;  how  can  you  say  that,  if  you 
do  not  know  what  those  papers  are  ? 

A.  Because  I  do  not  know  how 
to  describe  tiiem  exactly. 

Q.  Do  you  recollect  their  con- 
tents ? 

A.  No,  I  do  not  ;  but  I  know 
there  are  a  great  many  letters  from 
Mr.  Maltby,  and  something  about 
the  bankers  ;  enough  to  shew  the 
whole  of  the  transaction. 


1  h.T. 


(B!/  Sir  Eobert  Williams.) 

Q.  Do  you  recollect  to  have  sla- 
ted to  Captain  Donovan,  that  if 
His  Royal  Highness  tlie  Duke  of 
York  was  informed  of  ,youT  ever 
liaving  received  any  money,  it  would 
be  your  ruin  ? 

A.  Never  to  any  person wliatever. 

Q.  Through  what  channel,,  or  by 
wliose  influence,  did  you  propose  to 
Mr.  Ludowick,  or  the  agent  em- 
ployed by  Mr.  J^udowick,  to  pro- 
cure the  situation  that  he;  required  ? 

A.  -Mr.  Barber  will  recollect  that; 
and  he  is  a  very  honourable  man, 
and  will  speak  to  the  truth,  and  I 
believe  he  knows  the  parties. 

(Bu  Mr,  Sheridax.) 

Q.  Who  was  the  person  v;hom  you 
held  o\it  yourself  as  having  such 
infltience  over,  as  that  by  that  infiu- 
eiico  you  could  procure  the  situatioi; 
desired  by  Mr.  Ludowick  .? 

A.  J  do  i»ot  think  that  an}-  one 
was  iieid  out,  I  fancy  they  guessed 
the  Duke  of  York,  but  no  one  was 
held  out  :  and  I  think  it  is  very 
likely  that  Mr.  I)onovan  supposed 
the  Duke  of  Portland  ;  but  I  mean 
here  to  say,  thut  he  is  nut  at  all 
connected.  And  the  Ofhce  that  Mr. 
Wardle  mentioned  n\  the  City  I  know 
liothing    at    all   about  ;    I  was  very 

2  c  sorry 
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sorry  to  see  that  Mr.  Wardle  had 
mentioned  such  a  thing,  because 
every  one  who  knows  the  Lord 
ChbHcellor,  must  know  that,  besides 
being  one  of  the  highest,  he  if  one  of 
th^  most  honorable  wen  in  England; 
and  if  there  are  any  insinc^tions 
about  the  Duke  of  Portland,  Mr. 
Maltby  is  th^  Dike  of  Portland  — 
He  's  my  Duke  of  Portland  :  I  mean 
entirely  to  clear  myself  from  hold- 
ing out  any  insinuations  against  the 
Duke's  character.  Mr.  Wardle  ac- 
cused me  once  of  going  into  the 
Duke  of  Portland's,  and  that  he  had 
watclied  me  in  ;  I  told  him  I  was 
not  in  the  habit  of  going  in  there, 
and  I  laughed  at  him  ;  and  after- 
wards somebody  told  him  it  was 
Mrs.  Gibbs  ;  more  likely  Mrs. 
Gibbsthan  me.  I  wish  to  do  away 
the  two  stories  of  Mr.  Mellish  and 
the  Duke  of  Portland  before  the 
Honourable  Gentlemen. 

Q.  Am  I  to  understand  you,  you 
never  did  give  out  to  any  per- 
son, that  you  had  access  to  or  influ- 
ence with  the  Duke  of  Portland  ? 

A.  No,  I  did  not ;  I  fancy  that 
once  I  laughed  very  much  about 
some  sort  of  birds,  with  Mr.  Dono- 
van ;  but  I  mean  to  say,  I  never  did 
use  his  name. 

(By  the  Attorney  General.) 

Q,  How  long  have  you  known 
Mr.  Law  son  ? 

A.  About  four  months,  or  five 
months. 

Q.  Who  introduced  Mr.  Lawson 
to  you  ? 

A.   He  is  a  piano-forte  maker. 

Q,  What  office  has  he  been  soli- 
citing ? 

A.  I  do  not  recollect ;  I  cannot  tell 
what ;  it  is  something  that  Mr.  Do- 
novan has  been  concerned  in  as 
well  ;  soaiething  at  Savannah  la 
Mar. 

Q.j  W^hat  appointment  did  you 
solicit  for  Mr.  Lawson  ? 

A.  One  of  those  places  ;  there 
are  a  number  of  them  ;  but  Mr. 
Maltby  can  speak  to  it ;  I  fancy  he 


has  been  lodging  money  lately,  with- 
in this  very  short  time,  within  this 
fortnight,  perhaps. 

Q.  Where  ? 

A.  I  do  not  know,  but  Mr.  Malt- 
by  knows  ;  it  is  some  concern  of  his. 

Q.  What  makes  you  think  that 
he  has  deposited  a  sum  of  money 
within  this  last  fortnight  ? 

A.  Because  he  told  me  he  was 
going  to  do  it. 

Q.  When   did  he   tell  you  so  ? 

A.  About  a  fortnight  since. 

Q.  ^Vhere  did  you  see  him  when 
he  told  you  so  ? 

A.  At  my  own  house. 

Q.  With  whom  did  he  say  he  was 
going  to  deposit  it  t 

A.  He  did  not  say  with  whom ; 
but  Mr.  Maltby  had  some  more  of 
these  men, who  had  to  be  concerned 
in  it,  and  he  was  to  lodge  it  with  his 
bankers. 

Q.  With  whose  bankers  ? 

A.  Mr.  Maltby's,  I  suppose. 

Q.  How  long^  have  you  known 
Mr.  Saudon  ? 

A.  Ever  since  Colonel  French's 
Levy. 

Q.  Was  that  the  first  knowledge 
you  had  of  him  ? 

A.  If  he  did  not  come  about  Co- 
lonel French's  Levy,  he  came  about 
some  other  appointments  ;  1  should 
rather  think  he  brought  me  a  list  of 
officers  for  appointments,  instead  of 
the  levy  first. 

Q,  Did  he  come  to  you  volun- 
tarily, or    did  you  send  for  him  ? 

A.  I  could  not  send  for  him,  for 
he  gave  Mr.  Corri  200/.  for  an  in- 
troduction, him  and  Colonel  French. 

Q.  Was  that  before  Captain  To* 
nyn's  recommendation  ?    A,  Yes. 

"  Q.  How  much  had  Mr.  Sandon 
out  of  the  money  paid  by  Captain 
Tonyn  ? 

A.  I  never  inquired. 

Q.  He  had  no  part  of  the  five  hun- 
dred guinea?:,  had  he? 

A.  No;  I  should  not  wonder  but 
what  he  had  eight  or  nine  from  Cap- 
tain Tenyn,   it  was  something  more 

than 
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than  the  five,  or  else  Mr.  Donovan 

had. 

Q.  He  got  more  than  you  did  by 
(hat  transaction,  (hen  ? 

A.  No,  not  that;  I  state  it  at  eight 
or  nine,  and  he  gave  me  five ;  but  I 
do  not  know  that  he  had  that. 

Q.  What  makes  you  think,  tliat  he 
had  it  ? 

A.  I  think  he  must  have  had  some- 
thing, or  he  would  not  have  troubled 
himselfin  the  business. 

Q.  What  do  you  suppose  he  had 
about  Colonel  French's  levy  ? 

A.  Colonel  French  told  me  that  he 
stole  half. 

Q,  You  slated  in  your  examination 
yesterday,  that  you  were  ai  the  opera 
with  a  Lord  Lenox  and  some  other 
gentleman;  how  long  haveyou known 
Lord  Lenox? 

A.  I  never  knew  him  at  all. 

Q.  I  understood  you  to  have  stated 
in  your  examination  yesterday,  that 
you  were  at  the  play  or  the  opera  with 
Lord  Lenox  and  Sir  Robert  Peat  ? 

A.  I  said  I  was  along  with  Sir 
Robert  Peat,  and  an  old  gentleman 
came  in  with  this  Mr.  Williams,  and 
they  said  that  was  Lord  Lennox  and 
Mr.  Williams.  Sir  Robert  Peat  ^aid 
that. 

Q.  You  mean  to  say  you  did  not 
know  this  Lord  Lenox  before  you 
saw  him  at  the  play  that  night  ? 

A.  No;  I  had  seen  him  driving 
about  town,  and  knew  it  was  th«  man 
they  called  Lord  Lenox,  but  never 
spoke  to  him  before. 

Q.  Are  you  positive  you  never 
spoke  lo  him  before  ? 

A.  Quite. 

IThc  ivitness  nas  directed  to  icith- 
iraxv.'] 

(Mr.  Wardle  ijas  then  exajnined  by 
Mr.  Perceval.) 

Q.  Did  you  ever  reproach  the  last 
■witness  with  going  to  the  Duke  of 
Portland  ? 

A.  I  had  heard  that  she  had  been 
there ;  and  I  wondered  what  she 
could  be  doing  there  j  so  far  i  did 
reproach  her. 


Q.  Who  told  von  that  she  had  been 
at  the  Duke  of  Portland's  ? 

A.  I  heard  it  at  the  office  I  men- 
tioned in  the  City  ;  a  person  described 
her  person,  and  ihey  said  there  was 
a  tide-waiter's  place  to  be  sold,  they 
believed ;  but  they  were  not  cer- 
tain ;  it  depended  on  an  application 
then  making  by  a  lady  to  the  Duke  of 
Portland.  I  went  a^^ain  in  a  few 
days ;  they  described  a  person  ex- 
cessively like  Mrs.  Clarke,  and  when 
I  saw  her  I  questioned  her  about  it, 
and  said  if  it  was  so,  she  was  doing 
very  wrong. 

Q.  Do  you  know  Mr.  Maltby  ? 

A.  I  have  seen  him  once,  I  think, 
at  Mrs.  Clarke's. 

Q.  Did  you  ever  endeavour  to 
trace  the  transactions  carrying  on  by 
Mr.  Maltby.? 

A.  I  did  in  some  measure ;  but  I 
could  not  at  all  succeed  ;  he  would 
not  commit  himself  at  all  to  me ;  I 
endeavoured  to  catch  him  upon  one 
point,  but  he  would  not  open  to  me 
at  all. 

Q.  Were  you  aware  that  the  wit- 
ness was  employing  Mr.  Maltby  in 
these  transactions  ? 

A.  I  merely  understood  from  her 
that  he  was  employed  in  one  busi- 
ness, which  I  endeavoured  to  find 
out,  but  I  endeavoured  in  vain ;  I 
could  not  get  him  to  open  at  all. 

Q.  Did  she  state  to  you  that  it  was 
a  business  in  which  she  was  con- 
cerned ? 

A.  No,  she  did  not ;  she  merely 
mentioned  that  he  was  about  business, 
I  forget  the  name  now,  1  was  exces- 
sively anxious  lo  find  it  out. 

Q.  Did  she  ever  mention  to  you 
the  business  respecting  Mr.  Ludo- 
wick  ? 

A.  I  do  not  know  that  ever  she 
did  ;  I  do  not  know  the  name  at  all, 
but  I  really  think  she  said  that  he  was 
in  the  habits  of  doing  it  for  a  number 
of  persons  ;  one  case  she  mentioned, 
and  I  endeavoured  to  sift  it  to  the 
bottom. 

Q.  Did  she  ever  shew  you  these 
papers  she  has  referred  to  ? 

if  c  2  A,  No, 
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A.  No,  she  did  not ;  I  thinkl?aw 
one  or  lAvo  notes  to  her  ab(Hit  the 
thin^  I  endeavoured  to  fijul  out,  but 
it  has  escaped  me  what  il  was  ;  it  is 
several  weeks  ago,  and  I  have  had 
so  much  upon  my  mind,  that  after 
an  aiiempt  or  two,  it  is  impossible 
to  recal  it. 

(ColonelGordon  z'ja.s  called  in, and 
examined  by   the   Committee,    as 


Q,y(Have  you  brought  with  you 
the  official  documents  respecting  ihe 
appointment  of  Major  Tonyn  "f 

A.  Yes,  I  have. 

Q.  Slate  to  t!ie  Committee  what 
vou  know  upon  ti)at  subject. 

A.  I  liold  in  my  hand  the  first  re- 
commendalion  upon  th.e  subject  of 
Captain  Tonyn — Major  Tonyn  : 
vL'iih  the  permission  of  the  Com- 
raitte,  I  will  read  il. 


[Colonel  Gordon  read  a  letter,  signed  Patrick  Tonyn;  dated  the  . 

27th  of  June,  \^0oJ\' 

**  Mav  it  please  your  Royal  Highness. 

"  Sir, 
"  In  the  present  perrod  of  extension  of  his  Majesty's  forces,  1  beg 
leave  to  recommend  the4Si:h  regiment  to  your  Royal  Highness's  con- 
sideration. 

"  I  hope  it  will  not  be  thought  1  presume  too  far  to  say,  Captain 
Tonyn  for  some  time  past  has  commanded  the  4Sth  at  Malta ;  and 
•with  great  submission,  I  likewise  venture  to  mention  Lieutenant 
Tonyn  :  and  I  most  humbly  petition  your  Royal  Highness,  graciously 
to  condescend,  to  grant  my  sons  your  royal  protection. 

*'  With  most  profound  and  dutiful  respect,  1  liave  the  honour  to  re- 
irrain,  v/ith  all  submission, 

Sir, 
Your  Royal  Higliness's  most  devoted  servant, 

Pat.  Tonyn. 
1 J 8,  Park-street,  £7th  June,  1803." 
Indorsed : 
"  London,  27  June,  1803. 
General  Tonyn." 

''  Promoted  to  a  IrlaJGrity  in  the  3  ]st 
regiment,  upon  the  fonnation  of  a  second 
battalioriy  in  ~4ng.  04. —  Without  pur- 
chase'' 

(Inciosure.) 
'•  H.  R.  H.  will  be  glad  to  consider  tiic  general's  two  sons  on  fa- 
vourable opportunities  tur  promoting  them.*' 

Q.  Genera]  Tonyn  was  an  old  ofiicer  ? 

A.  One  of  Ihe  oldest  officer?,*!  believe,  at  that  time  in  the  army.  The 
answer  to  that  letter  is  dated  ti^e  29lh  of  June,  1803. 

[Colonel  Gordon  read  it.] 

*'  Sir,  "  Horse.Guards,  (29th  June,  1803. 

•*Ihave  to  acknowledge  the  receipt  of  your  letter  of  the  27th  in- 
stant, recommending  to  me  your  sons,  Captain  Tonyn,  and  Lieut. 
Tonyn,  of  the  4Sth  jegiment ;  and  1  request  you  will  be  assured,  that 

I  sJiall 
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I  shall  have  much  pleasure  at  a  favourable  oppoitunity,  to  pay  every     / 
attention  in  my  power  to  your  wishes  in  tlieir  favour. 

I  am,  &c. 
*♦  General  Tonyn,  (Signed)         Frederick, 

8lc,  Sec.  ckc."  Commander  in  Chief.'* 

Indorsed  : 
*'  Copy  of  a  lerter  from  H.  R.  H. 
the  Commander  in  Chief,  to  Ge- 
neral Tonyn,  e9th  June,  1803." 

I' 

The  next  document  upon  this  subject  appears  to  be  a  memorial 
from  Captain  Tonyn  himself. 

[Colonel  Gordon  read  it.] 

**  To  his  Royal  Highness  the  Duke  of  York  and  Albany,  Com- 
mander in  Chief  of  his  Majesty's  forces  : 

*'  The  Memorial  of  George  Augustus  Tonyn,  captain  in  his  Ma- 
jesty's 48th  regiment  of  foot, 

"  Humbly  sheweth, 

**  That  your  memorialist  has  been  near  twenty-four  years  an  offi- 
cer ;  fourteen  of  these  on  active  service  with  the  4Bth  regiment,  on 
all   its  various  stations,  in  the  West  Indies  and  the  Mediterranean. 

*'  Tliat  your  memorialist,  being  the  senior  captain  present  with  the  . 
regimenc,  most  humbly  implores  yrjur  Royal  Highncss's  protection  ; 
and  that  your  Royal  Highness  will  be  pleased  to  recommend  him  t(^ 
his  Majesty's  royal  favour ;  that  his  Majesty  may  be  graciously  pleased 
to  grant  him  promotion  to  the  rank  of  Major,  in  such  manner  as  your 
Royal  Highness  may  think  fit. 

And  your  memorialist,  as  in  duty  bound,  will  ever  pray.'* 

Indorsed  : 
"  Memorial. 
*'  George  Augustus  Tonyn, 
Captain,  48th    regiment, 
March— ]  804." 

(Inclosure.) 

O .  JL/.      -^ 

"  Captain  Tonyn  to  be  noied  for  promotion,  and  acquainted  that 
his  R.  H.  will  be  olad  to  consider  him  on  a  favourable  opportuuitv. 

J.  G." 

This  Memorial  is  without  date,  but  it  was  received  In  March 
1804.     The  answer  to  that  Memorial  I  hold  in  my  hand. 

[Colonel  Gordon  read  it.] 

**  Sir,  *'  Horse  Guards,  15th  March,  1804. 

"  I  have  the  honour,  by  the  Commander  in  Chief's  commands,  to 
acknowledge  tb.e  receipt  of  your  Memorial  without  a  date,  and  to 
acquaint  you  in  reply,  that  your  name  has  been  noted  for  promotion  ; 

and 
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and  his  Royal  Highness  will  be  glad  to  consider  you  on  a  favourable 
opportunity. 


I  have,  &c. 

(Signed)         W.  H.  Clinton.*' 


•*  Capt.  Tonyn, 

48  foot, 
118,  Park-street." 

Indorsed  ; 
'*  Copy  of  Lt.  Col.  Clinton's  letter  to  Capt.  Tonyn, 
of  the  15th  March,  1804. 

The  document  I  hold  in  my  hand  relates  to  the  promotion  of  Lieut. 
Tonyn,  alluded  to  in  the  first  letter  of  General  Tonyn  :  it  remains 
with  the  Comaiittee  to  decide  whether  that  is  to  be  read. 


Q.  Was  not  General  Tonyn  co- 
lonel of  the  regiment  at  the  lime  he 
made  the  application  in  favour  of  his 
sons? 

A.  Ye-?,  he  was.  These  are  all 
the  documents  that  I  have,  with  re- 
spect to  Major  Tonyn.  It  appears, 
(hat  in  the  month  of  August,  I804-,  a 
very  large  augmentation  was  made 
lo  the  army,  consisting  of  no  less  than 
fifty  battalions;  in  the  formation  of 
those  battalions  I  received  the  orders 
of  the  Commander  in  Chief  to  pre- 
pare a  list  of  the  senior  officers  of  the 
army,  generally,  of  each  rank,  and.  to 
take  their  names  from  the  book  of 
recommendations,  where  they  had 
been  noted.  In  consequence  of  this 
command,  I  did  prepare  a  list,  and 
submitted  it  lo  the  Commander  in 
Chief;  and,  in  that  list,  in  the  same 
list  with  Major  Tonyn*s  name,  f  *ere 
were  fifty-ihree  officers  appointed  to 


majorities;  namely,  eleven  majors 
removed  from  other  corps,  or  from 
the  half-pay ;  thirteen  brevet  ma- 
jors; twenty-nine  captains.  Of 
(hose  captains  seven  were  captains 
of  the  year  1794,  nine  were  captains 
of  the  year  1795  (amongst  Ibem  was 
Captain  Tonyn),  five  were  captains 
of  ihe  year  1796,  seven  of  the  year 
1797,  and  one  of  the  year  1799.  I 
have  mentioned  that  Captain  Tonyn 
was  a  captain  of  1795,  there  were 
only  six  captains  in  that  year  senior 
to  him  in  the  service.  That  is  all  I 
know  on  the  subject  of  Captain 
Tonyn's  promotion. 

Q.  It  appears  that  in  the  letter  of 
General  Tonyn  he  recommends  two 
of  his  sons  ;  can  you  state  any  thing 
with  reierence  to  the  other  son  ? 

Q.  On  the  30th  of  May,  ISOi-,  Ge- 
neral Tonyn  writes  again  : 


(C 


Sir, 


[Colonel  Gordon  read  the  letter.] 


*'  I  have  the  honour  to  transmit  a  letter  from  Captain  Long  of  the 
48th,  requesting  his  Royal  Highness,  the  Commander  in  Chief's 
permission  to  sell  his  company,  having  purchased.  I  humbly  beg 
leave  to  recommend  Lieutenant  Charles  William  Tonvn  to  his  Roval 
Highness  the  Duke  of  York's  favourable  representation  to  his  Majesty  ; 
humbly  praying,  that  he  may  be  graciously  pleased  to  grant  him  leave 
to  purchase  Captain  Long's  comj^any,  the  money  being  lodged  with 
the  agent  for  the  same;  as  all  ti  c  officers  standing  before  hitn  in  the 
corps  have  declined  the  purchase 

**  Give  me  leave,  Sir,  to  beg  the  favour  of  your  good  offices  in  behalf 
of  my  son,  whose  declaration  I  have  the  honour  herewith  to  inclose, 
and  that  you  will  have  the  goodness  to  implore  for  him  his  Royal 
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Hlghness's  gracious  protection.     I  have  the  honour  to  remain,  with 
all  respccr, 

Sir, 
Your  most  obedient, 

and  most  humble  servant, 

Pat.  Tonyn. 

118,  Park-street,  30th  May,  1804.** 

Indorsed  : 

*'  48th  Foot. 

Lt.  Tonyn. 

Mem.  2d  June,  J80I.." 


(< 


»j 


(Inclosure  1.) 
Sir,  *•  Mallow,  15th  May,  1804. 

''  Circumstances  of  a  peculiar  nature  having  lately  occurred,  that 
©blige  me  to  retire  from  the  service,  1  have  sent  in  a  Memorial  to  the 
Commander  in  Chief,  to  be  allowed  to  sell  my  commission  at  the 
regulated  price.  I  take  the  liberty  of  informing  you,  as  early  as  pos- 
sible, of  my  intentions,  as  I  have  been  given  to  understand  your  son 
would  succeed  to  the  promotion  by  purchase.  Should  that  be  the 
oase,  if  you'll  have  the  goodness  to  lodge  the  money  in  the  hands  of 
Mr.  Gilpin,  the  agent,  and  give  me  the  earliest  information,  in  order 
that  the  business  may  be  forwaided  with  as  little  delay  as  possible,  you 
will  ever  oblige. 

Sir, 
Your  very  obedient  humble  servant, 

E.  S.  Long,  Capt.  48th  regt,' 
"  General  Tonyn, 
U 8,  Park-street,  near  Hyde-Park,  London.** 

Indorsed : 
"  Capt.  Long.  ' 

48th  regiment 
16th  May,  l804, 
R    -  .  23d  May.*'  '  ■       '' 

*'  All  officers  concerned  have 
declined  purchasing." 

(Inclosure  2.) 
"Sir, 
'*  I  beg  you   will  be  pleased  to  obtain  for  me,  his  Majesty's  per- 
mission to  purchase  Captain  Long's  company  in  the  48th  regiment  of 
foot. 

*'  In  case  his  Majesty  shall  be  graciously  pleased  to  permit  mc  ta 
purchase  the  same,  I  do  declare  and  certify,  upon  the  word  and  ho- 
nour of  an  officer  and  a  gentleman,  that  I  will  not,  now,  or  at  any 
future  time,  give  by  any  means  or  in  any  shape  whatever,  directly  or 
Jodirectly,  any  more  than  the  sum  of  1500/.  being  the  full  value  of  the 
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said  commission,   as  ihe  same  is  limiceJ   and  hxed  by  his  Majesty's 


le^ulation. 


I  have  the  honour  to  be. 
Sir, 
Your  most  obedient  and  most  humble  servant, 

E.  W.  TON'YN, 


*'  To  the   Coloticl  or  Commanding  Officer 
ot  -iSth  reviimcut.'* 


Lt.  4Sth  rei!C." 


"  1  h^z  leave  to  recommend  the  above  ;  and  I  verily  believe  th 
established  regnlaJion,  in  regard  to  price,  is  intended  to  be  strictly  com- 
plied wirh ;  and  that  no  claadesLine  bargain  subsists  between  the 
parties  concerned. 

Pat.  Tonyn'. 
General  and  Colonel, 
yoth  May,  mM." 

The  inclosure  is  the  letlei  from  the  voun^  man  himselt. 


J 


Q.   Did  all  the  otEcer-;   who  v^t.  v 
promoted   at  the  lin>e   Major  Tur\n 
was  proraoled,  receive  tlit-ir  proino- 
lion  into  the  new  corps  without  pur- 
chase ? 

A.  Into  the  new  corp*,  mu*t  cer- 
tainly. 

Q.  All  the  new  captains,  those 
that  were  promoted  into  the  aug- 
mentation ot  the  army  ?     A.  Yes« 

Q.  Did  manv  ot  them  appe.-.r  in 
the  same  Gazette  with  Major 
Tonyn  ?  ^ 

A.  I  have  stated  that  there  were 
fifty -three  tield  officers  in  the  same 
Gai^ette,  and  I  should  imagine,  with- 
out counting  them,  there  could  not 
be  less  than  two  hundred  officers  al- 
together ;  the  paper  is  now  m  my 
hand. 

Q.  At  the  time  this  great  augmen- 
tation took  place,  and  lists  ot  otHcers 
were  preparing  in  the  office  ot  the 
Commander  in  ChieK,  were  those  lists 
a  secret,  or  v>3<  it  in  anv  one's  power, 
on  reterring  to  the  clerks,  to  see 
those  li>ts  ? 

A.  I  endeavour  to  keep  those 
l^.ingsas  secret  as  I  possibly  can,  btit 
in  so  large  a  promotion,  it  is  im- 
possible tor  me  to  sa^  the  secret  was 
<ixactlv  kept. 

Q.  Previous  to  the  gazetting  ot 
tiose  commisficHa  which  have  been 


alluded  U',  ^wieii  the  list  wa^  conv 
pleted,  or  nearly  completed,  was  it 
possible  to  keep  the  secret  so  far,  as 
to  prevent  the  contents  or"  those  lists 
beinjr  jfore  or  less  known 

A.  I  do  not  think  it  was. 

Q.  Give  the  Committee  some  ac- 
count of  the  purchase  and  sales  of 
cominic^ions  in  the  army,  the  manner 
in  which  that  business  is  transacted/ 
and  in  whose  hands  the  purchase- 
monev  is  lodged. 

A.  I  have  already  statetl  to  the 
Hoiwe,  aud  it  is  in  evidence  before 
the  Committee,  that  the  same  ru! 
apply  to  the  promotion  of  officer;  by 
purchase,  as  wsihout  ;  but  in  order 
to  ensure  the  greatest  possible  re- 
gulafiiy,  every  regiment  in  the  ser- 
vice is  ordcretl  to  transmit  a  return 
quarterly,  of  the  number  of  oflBcers 
in  each  regiment  disposed  to  pur- 
chase, and  to  mention  in  such  re- 
turn where  the  parchase-morvey  is 
to  be  had  ;  those  returns  are  entered 
in  a  book  in  the  Commander  in 
Chiet*s  Otiice,  and  in  the  event  of  a 
vacancy  those  returns  are  invariably 
referred  to,  and  the  officer  senior 
upon  the  list,  if  in  all  respects  ele- 
gible,  is  invariably  recommended, 
provide  it  does  not  intert'ere  wiih 
other  officers  or  greater  preten>ions. 
■i"  Q.tn 
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Q  In  whose  hands  J!?  the  purchase-  comes    necei-^ary    to  place    a  more 

nione)  deposited  or  i()dgeclr  efficient  officer  in  his  stead.     It  is  not 

A.  Belore  a  recommendalion  is  possiible  lor  hi.s  Majesty  lo  incr^^ase 
5ubmitl(d  to  his  Majesty  /or  pur-  the  estabn^hment  oF  the  army  at  his 
chase,  it  i-?  neces>;ary  lliat  a  paper  pleasure,  by  appointing  two  lieu- 
shoii'd  be  sent  to  the  Commander  in  lenant-coionefs  u here  only  one  is 
Chiefs  Ot'ticf  Irom  the  agen!,  stating  fix^-d  upon  the  estabhshment ;  nor  is 
that  he  is  satisfied  that  the  money  it  consistent  with  justice  to  place  an 
will  be  forthcoming  wjien  the  coin-  old  officeruponthehalf-pay, or  deprive 
mission  is  gazelled.  Ii  is  not  neces-  him  aUoj^ether  of  bis  commission; 
sary,  and  it  is  so  gone  forth  to  the  there  is  therefore  no  alternative  but 
army,  as  is  stated  in  a  paper  upon  .  to  allow  him  lo  letire,  receiving  a 
the  table  of  this  Committee,  that  the  certain  compensaiion  for  his  former 
officers  are. not  called  upon  lo  lodge  services;  what  that  compensation 
the  money  in  the  agent's  hands,  but  should  be,  has  been  awarded  upon 
(hey  are  only  called  upon  to  notify  due  consideration,  by  a  board  of  go- 
to them,  that  it  will  be  forthcoming  neral  ofiticers,  that  sat,  I  think,  forty 
on  the  promotion  being  gazetted.  or  fitly  years  ago,  sonjewhere  about 

Q.  Does  any  part  of  the  money  J702  or  i76.'3  ;  they  taking  inio con- 
relating  to  the  sale  of  commissions  sideralion  the  rank,  and  the  pay  of 
pass  through  (he  hands  of  the  C(jm-  each  rank,  awarded  a  certain  sum 
mander  in  Chief,  or  has  the  Com-  that  each  officer,  who  was  allowed  lo 
niandef  in  Chief  any  control  over  retire,  should  receive  upon  retiring ; 
that  money  ?  that   sum  is  called   '•   the  regulation 

A.  None  whatever.  price  <f  commissions."    The  bearing 

Q.  Can  you  state  Irom  your  kijow  that  this  has  upon  the  army,  is  a  very 

ledge  of  the  business  of  the  office,  extensive  question,  but  there  can  be 

what  is  the   average  amount  of  the  no  doubt  that  it   is  extremely  ad\'an- 

purchase  and  sale  of  ccmaiissions  in  tageous    for  those  oiTicers  who  can- 

Ihe  course  of  a  year  ?  «ot  purchase.     I  cannot    better   iU 

A.  The  average  amount  for  the  lustraie  it  to  the  Committee,  than  by 
last  three  years,  annually,  exceeds  staling  an  example  :  We  w»!l  sup- 
considerably  four  hundred  thousand  pose,  of  the  fir-st  regiment  the  third 
pounds.  captain  cannot  purchase;    the    first 

Q.  Give  the  Committee  some  ac-  and  second  can  :  if  those  two  ofii- 

count  of  the  origin  of  purchases  and  cers  could   not  purchase,  it   is    very 

-sales  of  commissions  in  the  army,  and  evident  that  the  third  captain   would 

x\ie  effect  that  they  have  upon   the  reniain    much   longer  third  captain^ 

army.  than  if  they  were  removed  out  of  his 

A,  I  believe  that  the  origin  of  (he  way  by  purchase  in   the  great   bou^ 

purchase   and    sale   of   commissions  of  the  army  }  and  if  no  ofiicer  can  be 

arises-  pretty  much   as   follows :     In  allowed   to    purchase,   unless    he    is 

every  other  service  in  Europe  it  is  duly  qualified  for  promotion  without 
Hnderstood  that  the  head  of  the  army  purchase,  th^re  cannot  possibly  be 
has  the  power  of  granting  pensions  any  objection  to  such  regulation,  nor 
to  the  cfificers  of  the  army,  in  pro-  can  it  be  said  tliat  any  unexperienced 
portion  to  their  rank  and  services:  officer  is  appointed  by  purctwse  over 
no  such  power  exists  in  the  head  of  the  heads  of  others  better  qualified 
the  army  in  this  country;  therefore,  than  himself,  no  officer  being  allowed 
when  an  officer  is  arrived  at  the  to  purchase,  but  such  as  is  duly 
'commandof  a  regiment,  and  is,  from  qaalif^ed  by  his  Majesty's  regula- 
long   service,    infirmity,  or  wounds,     tions. 

totally  incapable  of  proceeding  with         Q.  Upon  (he  whole,  you  consider 

Ihai  regiment  upoo  service^    it  l^e-    the  present  mode  iji  which  purchases 

♦N'o.  §,  2  »  a»d 
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awd  salesorcommissinnsislin'iied,  as  A.   It    is   commonly  nnled  Jn    the 

advaivzi^eoa'i  lo  ihe  service?  same  manner  upon  the  same  paper. 

A.  As  a  matter  of  opinion,   I  cer-  Q.  With  the  same  initials? 

tainlv  do.  A.  When  tlie  initials  are  once  pul, 

Q.  You  have  sided,  upon  Ihe  there  is  no  otcasion  to  pat  them 
form-T  examinations,  the  manner  in  again,  the  paper  invariably  passes 
uhicfj  I  he  business  is  transacted  at  the  through  the  same  channel. 
Duke  of  York's  Office  ;  in  the  cimrse  Q-  Is  it  usual  when  a  recommenda- 
of  your  transacting  business  with  the  li'>n  is  delayed  in  the  oftice  tor  want 
Duke  ot  York,  in  regard  to  forming  ot'  sufficiem  information,  but  not  de- 
lists of  comoii^sions  for  the  approha-  finitely  stopped,  to  mark  that  in  tfie 
tionof  his  Majesty,  do  you  ever  re-  same  way  with  ihese  initials,  C.  L.  ? 
member  the  Duke  of  York  taking  a  A.  I  commonly  put  a  memorandum 
paper-memorandum,  or  a  list  of  (if]>  upon  every  paper  that  passes  under 
cers  out  of  his  pocket,  and  putting  my  hands. 

it  inio  your  hand,  with  an  intimation  Q.    How  would  you  mark   a  re- 

ihat  that  list  was  to  be  considered  out  commendation  iti  that  predicament  ?^ 

of"  f])e  usual  course?  A,   If  the  paper  was  to   be  consi- 

A.  I  never  recollect  any  such  in-  dered,  I  should  say  so;  "  lo  be  con- 
stance:     I    take   lliis    opportunity   of  bidered.'' 

staling,  that  since  I  h  ive  had  the  Q^  If  further  inquiries  were  to  be 
honour  ofserving  hisRoyal  Highness  made,  what  would  you  say?' 
the  Duke  of  York,  I  have  stated  it  A  I  should  prohablv  say,  "  to  b(* 
often  before,  I  never  recollect  any  considered,"  or  very  probably,  "  can- 
one  solitary  in^tfince,  in  vviiich  the  not  be  acceded  lo."  It  is  almost 
Commander  in  Chief  has  ever  taken  impossible  for  ine  io  slate  th.e  precise 
any  naper  out  of  liis  pocket,  and  put  terms:  Ishould  adopt  them  according 
into  my  hands,  saying,  "  This  man  to  circumstances, 
must  be  an  ensign,  this  a  lieutenant,  Q.  Would  you  state,  "  not  to  be 
and  this  a  captain;"  bul  all  recom-  acceded  to,*'  when  it  was  net  deter- 
ir.endaiions  have  come  reguLirly  mined  that  tiie  recommendation 
tiirough  iheir  proper  ciiannc^,  and  I  should  not  be  acceded  to,  but  onljr 
do  not  t'.dr.k  there  is  any  one  instance  delayed,  wdiile  further  inquiries  were 
lo  the  conlr  iry.  making  ? 

Q.  In  tile  f^r4  docun^nl  you  gave  A.   If  the  paper  \\'as  not  lo  be  ac?«- 

jn,  the  former  night,  with  respect  to  ceded  to,    I  should  say,   '*  not  to  be 

Captain  JMaiirg,  there  is  marked  in  acceded  to;"  bul   it  does   not  folk)W 

the  pr-nted  paper,   in  italics,  ti.e  ini-  that  though   it   was   not   acceded  to 

tials  C.  L.  with  the  words  *'  agreed  then,    it    might  not    be  in  a  montb 

to;"  what  is  the  meanmg  of    those  afterwards, or  threeweeks  afterwards, 

letters  C  L  P  Q.  If  the  only  reason  for  not  ac- 

A.    My  first   assistant  is    Colonel  ceding    to    the    recommendation    at 

Lorainej  C.  L.  are  tiie  initials  of  his  that  time,  was  the  want  of  iuforma- 

name,  and  **  agreed  to,"  is  put,  and  tk)n,  ancl  that  inquiries  were  making 

it    then   passes  into  his  hands,  and  is  to  obtain  that  infermalion,  would  you 

acted  upon.  mark  ''*  not  acceded  to?" 

Q.    Is  the  entry  marked  with  the  A.  I  really  might  or  might  not;  it 

Tniiials  C.  L.  the  definitive  entry  with  seems    to   me,   as  I   conceive   it,    a 

respect  to  any  recommendation  fiiat  matter  of  perfect  indiff<;rence. 

ccrues  before  you  ?  Q.    How  are  the  first  commissions 

A.   No,  it  is  not.  '  in  the  army  commonly  disposed  of ; 

Q.    If  any  alteration  takes  place  the  first  commission   that  an  officer 

afterwards,    in    what    way  i«    that  receives  ? 

noted  ?     .              ,  A.  Invariably 
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A.  Invariably  whhout  purcbase, 
unless  /or  some  special  purpose. 

Q,  Are  those  first  commissions  in 
the  patronage  of  the  Commander  in 
Chief? 

A.  Yes  ihev  are,  esxlu^ively. 

Q.  You  have  dialed  that  officers 
pnrcha*;ed  according  to  their  senio- 
rity, unless  there  weie  superior  prc- 
lensiors;  do  yoii  mean  in  junior 
officers;  will  you  explain  what  you 
mean  by  that  ? 

A  Suppose  (here  was  a  vacant 
company  in  a  regiment,  and  a  lieu- 
tenant in  thai  regiment  was  willing 
to  purchase,  it  does  not  quite  follow 
thai  the  Commander  in  Chief  would 
permit  thai  lieutenant  to  purchase, 
although  he  might  be  very  eligible, 
because  there  might  be  other  officers 
still  more  deserving  than  him  in  the 
army. 

Q.  Do  those  circumstances  in  point 
of  fact  frequently  happen  ? 

A.  Continually. 

Q.  Within  these  ble  years  have 
TiOt  a  vast  number  of  commissions 
been  given  to  the  officers  of  the  mi- 
litia, both  in  Great  Britain  and  Ire- 
land ? 

A.  Yes;  (o  a  very  considerable 
extent. 

Q.  What  is  the  practice  of  the 
Commander  in  Chief's  Office,  when 
^n    application    is    made,     by    any 


gentleman  either  in  Great  Britain  or 
Ireland,  by  memorial  or  otherwise, 
for  a  commission  for  his  son  or  rela- 
tion ? 

A.  It  is  the  practice  in  the  Com- 
mander in  Chief's  Oifice  to  answer 
every  paper  that  comes  in,  without 
exception.  When  any  officer,  or  any 
gentleman  makes  an  application  for 
an  ensigncy,  that  application  is  in- 
variably answered,  and  the  common 
answer  fs,  **  that  the  name  of  the  ap- 
jilirant  is  noted,  and  will  be  consi- 
dered as  favourable  opportunities 
oifer  ;"  the  name  is  then  puLdovvn  in 
a  book,  and  the  letter  is  put  by. 

Q.  Js  it  the  practice  in  the  Com- 
mander in  Chief's  Office,  parlipulariy 
when  applications  come  from  im- 
lanfl,  to  refer  those  applications  to 
the  general  officer  commanding  in 
the  district  from  which  ihey  may 
have  come  ? 

A.  The  applications  from  Ireland 
are  not  considered  regular,  us. less 
ihey  come  through  the  officer  com- 
manding the  forces  there,  or  through 
the  civil  channel  of  the  Secretary  of 
Slate. 

Q.  Amongst  the  documents  that  you 
have  given  in,  wiih  re-^pecf  lo  Ma- 
jor Tonyn,  is  there  a  document  simi- 
lar to  that  just  alluded  to,  i!id(;rsed 
C  L.  "  agreed  to/'  or  any  thing  of 
that  kind? 


[Colonel  Gordon  referred  to  the  document.] 

*'  C  L." 
"  State  Captain  Long's  services. 

Ens...... -.Liverpool  Regt 2(i  Oct. 

Lieut -. 65th. _. 6;h  Jan. 

Lieut 18  Drag 3 1  si  J  an. 

Capt - 9 1 h  Mar. 

48ih..- ,-.  lOlh  i.ept. 


J  795 

Origl. 

1796 

h^    P. 

1799 

by  Exc. 

1  SO  J 

bv  F. 

1803 

by  Exc." 

A.  It  amounts  to  the  same  thing  ; 
it  is  a  slip  of  paper.  This  was  the 
mode  of  transacting  bu^^iness  by  my 
predecessor:  1  generally  do  it  upon 
the  corner  of  the  letter;   I  thiuK   it 


in  new-raised  regiments  are  always 
given  awa\,  or  that  ensigncies  are 
always  given  away  ? 

A.  The  answer  that  I  gave  to  the 
former  question,  I  mean  to  stand  ex- 


better,   bec£u>e  this   is  liable   to  be     actiy  as  ii  does;  and  1  beg  to  explain, 
lost,  that  would  not.  that  thf  re  is  no  such  thing  as  original 

Q,  Do  you  mean  that  commissions     commivsions  purchased  i     there-    are 

i'  D  2  m^ny 
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mnny  ensigns  comm(s<^Ions  for  sale,  Q.   Do  you  ani^wpr,   lliaf  you  arc 

but  ihe)  art*  private  property,  arisinir  ccrluin  you  includod  Captain  Tonyn'si 

out  ol  the  explanation  that  I  e;ave  to  name     in     the     list    voii     snhinilied 

a  forintT   question  :    lor  exaiuple,   a  to     the     Commander   in    Chief,    as 

captain  sells  his  commission,    that    i>,  helnor  one  C)!   the  oldest  ^ifficers  in  the 

he   selU   his  conipany  ;  a    lieutenant  army  in  that  da-^s  for  proniolion  ? 
buys  dial   rotnpanv;  a»  ensign  buys  A.  Asreitainas  1  can  beofa  thin^ 

that  lieutenancy;  both  of  which  are  that  I  could  not  possibly  lake  my  oath 

the  captain's  property  ;  the  cnsigncy  of.  d 

then  becomes  vacant  ot   course,   by         Q.    To  the  best  of  your  rccoliec* 

parcha^e.  tion  ?  ' 

Q.    In  point  of  fact,   wis    tiie  ap-  A.   O.  ccrlalnly. 

plitadon  ol  GeneralTonyn,  in  regard         Q.  li  the  name  of  Captain  Tonyn 

to  bis  second  son,  suceesslu!  ?  had    been   introduced    by    the   Com- 

A.    I   think     it    will   be   Ibund    on  mander   in    Chief,    havin^i    been   o- 

r'Tf.reiice  to  the  document,  that  the  mitted   by   Viunself,    uould    not  you 

services  of  the  sccon<]  son  of  General  have  recollected  that  tircumslance  ? 
Tonyn  were  not  so  long   as  lh()-;e  of  A.   Ye^,  1  think  I  should  ;    it  is  in 

the   eldest  son  ;   and  the  Cieneral  re-  evidence  before   the   C(unmiltee,  on 

commended  the  second  son  ft)r  pur-  rny  first  examinatioti,  1  f>eli(^ve. 
chase  ;  and  that  he  actually  \va«;  pro-  Q.  Do  you  not  put  a  maik  upon  all 

rnoted,  I  believe  it   will   be  found  on  papers,  upon  which  any  thing  is  don<,'j 

reference   to   the  dales,    before   the  or  to  be  done, 
eldest  son.  A.    It   is    my  constant   practice  to 

Q.  You  have  stated,  that  when  this  make    a    mark    upon  every    paper, 
large  pronu>t ion  took  place,  in  con<e-  without  exception,   that    c onies    into 
quence    of   the  aupmenlation    of  the  that  oflice  :   I  mean  to  say  that  gene* 
»rmy,  you  were  directed  by  his  Royal  rally  ;    many  papers  n>ay  escape  me, 
IJighness  to  lay   before  him  a  list  of  but  that  is  my  g-  neral  practice. 
officers    to   be     prooiotcd     into   this         Q.   Accordmg  to  what  is  done,  or 
liiigmenlaiion,  to  be  taken   from  the  to  be  done?  yp 
oldestofficersof  their  respective  ranks         A.  What  is  to  be  done, 
in  the  army;   are  you  ()uite  sure  that          ().  ^**'tate  whether  the  Commander 
the  name  of    Captain  Tonyn   was  in-  in  Chief  has  not  been  m   the   habit  of 
ciided  by  you  in  the  list  you  laid  be-  attending  to  recommeiulalions  by  co- 
fore  th.e  Commander  in  Chief,  or  was  lonels  of  regiments  for  ensigncies  in 
bis  name  suggested   as  addition  and  their   particular  regiments,  provided 
alteration   in   that   list   by  the  Com-  the   gentlemen    recommended    were 
mander  in  Chief?  certified    to  be   eligible    and     fit   tor 

A.    I  lecoliec  t   perfectly  well   the  service,  and  ready   to  join  ihcir  regi- 

tircumslances  of  tliat  lev\  ;   it  was  at  nienls  ? 

a  period  of  the  Addiiional  Force  Act;         A.   Yes,  certainly  ;  but   in  giving 

and  the  names,  upon  the  list  which  I  niy   evidence    before   this   House,,! 

submitted     to    the    Commander     Ih  think    it   my    duty  to  slate,    ti)al  the 

Chiet,  I  really  believe,  were  written,  Coinmander  in  Chief  does  not  co.nsi- 

almost   without    exception,   with  my  der  liiat  the  patronage  of  iheregiments 

own  hand.     I    had   one   assistant   to  in  any  manner  whatever  devolves  up- 

assist  me  in  making  out  the  list;   but  on  the  colonel. 
I  really  believe,  that  the  rough  paper 

-was   actually   written  wiih   my  ov^n  [The   ivitncss  was  directed  to  iiith- 
Jiand.  draiv.^ 

The  Chairrnan  was  directed  to  report  progress,  and  ask  leave  to  sit 

ai^aiii  on   Monday,  which  wac^  agreed  to.     The   House  adjourned  aC 

Tiirce  o'clock. 

'-  SIXTH 
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SIXTH  DylV, 

MONDAV,    FEBRUAUY     13,     1  SOf). 


On  the  motion  of  Mr.  Wardi.k,  tlie  Mouse  wont  info  a  Commit- 
tee to  pijisuo  the  investigation  of  the  conduct  of  Uh  Royal  IJiglincss 
the  Duke- of  York. 

{Th.c  first  n:Untfss calU'd  in  H-y/a-Mr.  between  you  and  hrron  the  occasion 

T^owLAN'D   M.M.Tnv,    v^lio  n'us   t'-xu-  ol  your  bcin^  inlro.'iuctcl  ? 
mini'd  hif  Mr.  Pr.RCEVAi..)  A.   No    bii<incss,  only  a  common 

Q.  Where  do  you  live  ?  acquamtanco. 

A.   At  Fishinonj^^'i's  I  I;ill.  (^.    Did  you  hear  any  more  on  (he 

Q.    What  is  your  jirofession  ?  sul^ject  of    the  pi;iee  ^he  was  to  pro- 

A-  A  Solicitor.  cure  for  Mr.  MannCi's? 

Q,  Are  you  a((jiuinle(l  with  Mrs.         A.  I   understood  that  she  shewed 

CI;)rke  ?     A,  i  am.  Mr.  Manners  a  letter,  statmjr  that  liie 

(J.  How  Ioni(   have  you  been  ac-  Duke  was  inclined,  or  would  comply 

quainled  with  her  ?  with    her  re{iuest.       I   speak  merely 

A.  1  think  about  July  or  Au^u^t,  from   mfmoi\,  as  it  did  not  mterest 

•IhOf).      If  you  Will  give  me  leave,    I  me, 

will  slate  the  'Aay  in  which  I  became  Q.  Did  you  see  that  lc((er  ? 

acqu;iint«d  willi  her :   it  was  through  A.   I  am  not  cjuite  certain  about  it, 

llie  medium  of  Mr.  Russell  Manners,  whether  I  did  or  not,  but  1  remember 

who  was  a  member  ol  the  last  parlia-  lh(^  contents. 

ment ;    he    married    a  sister   of    my  Q.   Do  you  remember  from  whom 

wife'";;    he  told  me  that  he  had  been  that  letter  pm ported   lo  i)v  nceived? 
introduced  lo  Mrs.  Clarke,  who  had  A.   It  purported,  as  iJr.  MiunuTs 

professed  an  inl.rest  in  him,  and  that  told  me,  ibr  1  am  not  ei-i'tain  wheihtT 

slie  would  endeavor  lo  get  a  place  I   «;aw   Ihot  Ictier,  to  come /rom   the 

for    him   through   t!;e  means  of   the  Duke  of  York. 

Duke  of  York,  and  he  wished  to  in-         Q.  M  what  lime  of  the  ^ear  ISOS 

Iroduce   me  to    iier.       Under   those  did  you  hear  of  or  see  (hut  letter  ? 
cirt  umstances  I  did  not  know  how  to  A.   I   think   it  was  very  soon  after 

refuse  him,   and  I   accordingly    met  1  s;iw  her,  July  or  August,  to  tlie  best 

her  at   his  house.      I   believe  I  saw  ol  my  recolU-ciion. 
Mrs.  C'arke  pt-rhaps  five  or  six  times         Q.   Did  you  hear  from  Mrs.  Clarke 

in  the  course  of  that  year;  aKerwards  at  what  time  her  connection  with  ihtc 

1  did  not  ^ee  her  again  till  a  Omrt  DukeofYoik.  broke  off .? 
Martial  for  tlie  trial  ol  C2[)t.  Thomp-  A.  No,    I  do   not   think    she  ever 

son.  mentioned  any  thing  on  the  subject 

Q.   In  the  year   1  80n,   when   you  lo  me.     I  was  led  to  believe  it  conti- 

Raw  Mr*--.  Clarke,  wlat  business  (Jid  nued,   from  what  she  said   U)  rue  in 

yuu  Iraujact  with  her;  what  passed  conversation. 

Q.  U 
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Q.  In  Jjly  and   August   sbe   still  Clarke  asked  me,  I  bellevr,  wlielher 

representeil  lo  you  tliat  i)er  influence  I  knew  otany  such  place;  I  said,  that 

over  the  D  tike  of  York  continued  ?  I  would  make  some  inquiry;   and  I 

A.  I  uncJerstood   from  h^T  that  the  learnt   that  il  was   pos>ible  that  the 

conneclion    was  not  entirely  broken  place  ot  Assistant  Conimi«^sary  might 

ofF,    that    sl'ie  occasionally    saw    the  be  obtained  :    the  const'quence  wA;*,. 

Dnke.  tliat  money    was  deposited    for  that 

Q.  Did  you,   in  the  course  of  the  place,  and  I  was  led  lo  believe  ihat  it 

year  1806,   .hear  from   iSer  any  thing  might  be  ctTt'CleH  ;  however  il  failed, 

respecting  the  obtaining  of  any  places  and  never  took  elTect. 

for  any  body  ?  Q.  What  is  become  of  the  money 

A.   Not  to  my  rfjcoliection,  that    was   deposited,   and  in  whose 

Q.   I   underslancjyou  to  hiive  said,  hands  was  il  deposited  ? 

tlial  from  the  yeai;  J806  to  the  year  A.  The   money  was  deposited  in 

180S,  you  did  not  see  any  thing  more  the  hands  of  Birch  and  Co.  in  Bond- 

of  her?  street  ;  the  money  is  there  now. 

A.  To  the  best  of  my  recollection,  Q.  In  whose  name  vvas  it  dcpo- 

not  till  the  courlHinariial  in  April.  sited  ? 

Q.  Have  you.,  since  that  time,  had  A.   Part  of  it  vvas  deposited  in  the 

any  conmninicai.ilon  with  Mrs.  Clarke,  name,  I  think,  of  a  Mr.  Lloyd  and  a 

upon  the  sabjert  of  obtaining  places  Mr.  Barber;  another  part  of  it  wasde- 

for  any  one  ?      A.  Yes.  posited  in  my  name,  and  in  the  name 

Q.  When?  of  Mr.  Barber. 

A.  I  will  e  {plain  :  as  a  reason  for  Q.  To  whom  was  the  money  to  be 

my  keeping    ap    a  connection    with  paid,  in  the  evenl  of  the  application 

Mrs.  Clarke,   Mr.  Manners  had  a  re-  lor  (he  place  succeeding  ? 

gimental  acc>)iint  to  seiile  as  tiie  son  A.  There  was  600/.  deposited  in 

of  General     Manners,    which     vvas  the  name  of  Messrs.  Lloyd  and  Bir-  i 

likely   lo    bes    procured  through   the  ber,  I  believe  that  would  go  into  the 

medium  of  tije  Duke  of  York;   it  vvas  hands  of  Mr.  Lloyd  ;  Mr.  Barber  vvas 

necjcssary  to  Jiave  a  board  of  general  a  friend  of  Mr.  Ludowick's,  and  the 

officers  iiH/rjler  to  settle  that  account ;  money  was  only  to  be  taken  out  on 

Jvlr.  Mannei's  was  indebted  to  me  tor  the  event  of  t!ie  appointment  taking  . 

sums  of  mo'ftey  I  had  occasionally  ad-  place;  the  other   157/.  I    think  that 

vanced  hinj    to  accommodate    him,  was   the   sum,    would    have   passed 

and  I  had  a.ii  a>;.signment  of  this  debt,  through  my  hands,  and  I  should  have 

which  am(»jnied  to  about  1,000/.  or  paid  it  over  to  the  person  with  whom 

J, 200/.  of  Mr.  Mariners,  for  the  pur-  I  communicated, 

pose  of" repaying  me  ;  therefore  I  ielt  Q.   With    whom   was   il  that  you 

a   little  iniereslcd  in  geiting  the  ac-  conununicaled  .? 

counts  setl/ed,  if  I  could.     With  re-  A.  With  an  agent,  who  was  accus- 

«pect  to  the  question  a'sked  me^  I  i)ad  tomed  to  make  inquiries  ol  that  kind  ; 

a  commonication  with  Mrs.   Clarke  may  I  be  excused  naming  him  ? 

respectiti'g  a  Mr.  Ludovvick.  [Mr.   Perceval  replied:   certainly 

q.   When?  not.] 

A.  I    think   it   vvas  in    September  A.   "is  name  was  Tyndale. 

last;  the  latter  end  of  August  or  Sep-  Q.  Where  does  Mr.  Tyndale  live? 

jemher,  to  the  hcsl  of  my  recollection.  A.   He  lives  in  Symonds-buildings, 

Q.    What   was    the  na-lure  of  the  Chelsea,  or  Symonds-street. 

communication  respecting  Mr.  Ludo-  Q.  Who  is  Mr.  Lloyd  ? 

wick,  and  the  circumslances  of  it?  A.  Mr.  Lloyd,  I   do  not  know;  I 

A.  The  circ  uiostances  were,  that  believe  he  is  an  attorney. 

]\Ir.  Ludowic'k  wisiied  to  have  some  Q.   How  came  Mr.  Lloyd  to  been- 

place    or    appuintnient,     and    Mrs.  tilled  to  so  large  a  share  of  ihis  sum? 

*  A.  I 
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A.    I    imcJerstood  that   the    agent 
Nvauld  have  a   handsome  eniolument 
from  it,  which  was  157/. 
.  Q.  But  the  157/.  was  deposited  in 
your  name  and  Mr.  Barber's  ? 

A.  It  was. 

Q.  Then  that  157/.  was  to  go  to 
the  agent  Mr.  Tvndale  ?     A.  Yes. 

Q.  I  now  inquire  as  to  the  600/.  ; 
wiio  was  to  iiave  the  benefit  of  that  ? 

A.  Ml*.  Lkiyd  woiihl  have  receiv- 
ed that,  I  presnnie  ;  I  do  not  know  of 
myown  knowledge. 

Q.  You  do  not  know  what  Mr. 
Lloyd  was  to  do  with  it,  whether  he 
was  t«  keep  it  ? 

A.  No;  I  had  no  commnnication 
with  Mr.  Lloyd,  or  any  one,  upon  that 
subject. 

Q.  Who  introduced  Mr.  Ludowick 
to  you  ? 

A.  Mrs.  Clarke  mentioned  Mr. 
Ludowick  to  me ;  I  never  saw  him  ;  I 
mean  introduced  by  name,  not  per- 
sonally. 

Q.  Are  you  quite  certain  you  never 
saw  Mr.  Ludowick? 

A.  Never,  to  my  knowledge. 

Q.  Did  Mrs.  Clarke  tell  you  how 
she  became  acquainted  with  Mr. 
Ludowick  ? 

A.  Upon  recollection,  1  am  not  cer- 
tain whether  she  said  he  was  an  ac- 
quaintance of  her's,  or  an  acquaint- 
ance of  Mr.  Barber's;  but  I  understood 
from  her  conversation  that  she  knew 
Mr.  Ludowick,  that  she  had  seen 
him  ;  she  said,  he  was  a  very  genteel 
man,  and  very  fit  for  the  place,  very 
much  of  a  gentleman,  and  a  man  of 
property. 

Q.  Did  she  state  where  he  lived  ? 

A.  1  think  she  said  he  lived  in  Es- 
sex. 

Q.  Do  you  recollect  what  part  ? 

A.  I  am  not  certain  whether  she 
said  Grays  in  Kssex,  that  is  only  her 
relation  ;  I  think  that  she  said  Grays. 

Q.  Is  Mrs.  Clarke  acquainted  with 
Mr.  Tyndale?     A.  No. 

Q.  Was  she  acquainted  with  Mr. 
Barber  .>    A.  Yes. 

Q.  Was  she  acquainted  with  Mr. 
Lloyd  ?    A,  I  do  not  t.'iink  she  is. 


Q.  "Who  introdued  Mr.  Lloyd  inta 
this  business  ?     A.   Mr.  Tyndale. 

Q.  Who  introduced  Mr.  Tyndale 
itito  it  ? 

A.  I  introduced  Mr.  Tyndale  into 
it,  by  making  the  inquiry. 

Q.  What  share  was  Mrs,  Clarke 
to  have  in  the  benefit  to  be  derived 
from  procuring  this  place? 

A.  Nothing. 

Q.   Nothing  at  all  ? 

A.  No,  nothing. 

Q.  What  share  were  you  to  have 
for  the  procuring  this  place  ? 

A.  Nothing;  I  did  not  mean  to 
take  any  thing. 

Q.  You  and  Mrs.  Clarke  only  did 
it  for  your  pleasure  ? 

A.  Mr.  Ludowick  was  a  friend  of 
Mrs.  Clarke's,  and  I  wished  to  oblige 
Mrs.  Clarke  by  introducing  this  thing, 
if  I  could. 

Q.  Llowcame  Mrs.  Clarke  to  apply 
to  you  to  assist  her  in  procuring  this 
place? 

A.  I  believe  from  my  calling  upoa 
lier. 

Q.  LIow  came  you  to  call  upon 
her? 

A.  I  called   upon  her  sometimes  ;    . 
she  wrote  to  me,  and  I  wished  to  keep  ^ 
up  an  acquaintance  with  her  for  the 
purpose  of  elfecting  the  object  of  the 
account. 

Q.  How  came  you  to  think  that  at 
this  time  Mrs.  Clarke  could  help  you 
in  effectuating  the  object  of  the  ac- 
count?     A\   I  did  think  so. 

Q.  Through  whom  ? 

A.  From  lif-r  ;  I  thought  that  she 
still  had'an  influence  or  some  com- 
munication with  the  Duke, 

Q.  Did  she  so  represent  herself  to 
you  ?     A.  Yes. 

Q.  At  what  time? 

A.  She  so  rcpre'^cnted  herself  to  nje 
when  we  were  down  at  the  Court 
Martial,  and  since  that  time. 

Q.  At  the  time  of  the  Court  Mar- 
tial, and  since  that  time,  she  repre- 
sented to  you  that  she  still  had  in- 
fluence over  the  Duke  of  York  to  pro- 
cure things  to  be  done  ? 

A.  Yes,  I  understood  that  the  con- 
nection 
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nection  w-is  not  entirely  at  an  end, 
that  she  had  still  a  cosncctioii  or  an 
interest  with  him. 

Q.  Was  t!iis  the  first  instance  of 
your  assisting  her  in  procuring  a  place 
lor  her  friend  ? 

A.  Yes,  I  think  it  was  ;  I  do  not  re- 
collect any  thin?  else. 

Q.  Is  there  any  other  instance  in 
■which  you  have  been  so  eh;p!o)ed  ? 

A.  Nuthing  effected  at  least. 

Q.  'I'his  was  not  elfccted ;  '^^ ..-  there 
any  thiwg  else  in  which  an  attcinpt 
was  maiu'  ? 

A.  Yes ;  she  asked  me  whether  a 
paymastersiiip  could  be  procured  for 
a  friend  of  her's. 

Q.   Vv'ho  was  that  fiiend  ? 

A.  Il  was  a  Mr.  Williams. 

Q.   Where  does  he  live  r 

A.  I  understood  he  lived  in  Devon- 
shire, 

Q.  Did  you  endeavour  to  procure 
that  paymastersliip  for  Mr.  Williams? 

A.  I  made  inquiry,  and  understood 
that  it  mi'^ht  be  effected  ;  but  notiiing 
was  done  in  it. 

Q.   Of  whom  did  you  inquire? 

A-  Of  the  same  person. 

Q.   Of  Mr.  Tyndale?     A.  Yes. 

Q.  Through  whom  was  Mr.  Tyn- 
•lale  to  procure  .this  pavmastership  ; 
did  he  tell  you?     A.  No. 

Q.  Was  there  any  money  deposit- 
ed upon  that  occasion?     A.  Nothing. 

Q.  Was  there  any  other  instance  in 
which   you   were  iipplied  to  by  Mrs. 

x\.  {^-^Jtcr  inuQh  her/itatinn)  Y'es,  in 
the  Siane  wav,  but  nothii)^  done. 

Q.  Oil  whose  behalf  was  that  > 

A.  ''J'hat  was  Mr.  Thompson,  who 
was  Connected  with  her. 

Q.    UTien  wjs  that? 

A.  1  think  it  was  in  Au2;ust. 

Q.    Was  that  before  Mr."  Williams  ? 
■      A.  Yes. 

Q.    And  before  Mr.  Ludowick's  ? 

A.  Y'es. 

Q.  I  tliouglit  you  stated,  that  there 
had  been  no  instance  of  your  applying 
for  any  body  before  Mr.  Ludowick  ; 
I  misunderstood  you,  I  suppose  ? 

A.  Yes ;  1  did  not  m«an  to  &av  there 


\?as  no  instance  of  an  application  be- 
fore I  mentioiicd  tlui4,  as  being  the 
thing  the  most  likely  to  be  effected. 

Q.  About  what  time  was  Mr.  Wii- 
Hams's  ? 

A.  I  think  that  Mr.  Williams's  was 
during  the  same  period  th«t  she  men- 
tioned it  to  me  :  I  think  about  the  time 
of  M.-.  Ludowick's. 

Q.  W;is  any  money  depo>ited  upon 
tliHt  occ;i*sion?     A.   No. 

Q.  What  ofTice  was  he  to  obtain  ? 

A.  He  was  to  have  a  paymaslership^ 
as  she  represented  to  me. 

Q.  What  did  'l'hoin])';on  want? 

A.  7\-)  go  into  tiie  Mditich 

Q.  Did  you  make  any  inquiries 
upon  that  ?  , 

A.  Yes,  I  did. 

Q.  Of  \diom  did  you  incjuire  upoa 
that?  ^ 

A.  The  same  person,  Mr.  Tyndale. 

Q.  Do  you  recollect  the  name  of 
anv  other  person  for  whom  vou  were 
to  make  inc]uiries  ? 

A.  (Jfter  inuch  hesitation)  I  tliink 
there  was  a  Mr.  Lawson. 

Q.  What  oflice  was  he  to  obtain  ? 

A.  He  wished  to  obtain  a  place  in 
the  Custom  Hv)use,  land  waiter.-      'M 

Q.  Did  you  make  any  inquiries  re- 
specting him  ? 

A.  Yes,  I  did  ;  I  made  inquiries  of 
the  same  person,  but  nothing  was  ef- 
fected. 

Q.  W;js  there  any  money  deposited 
upon  that  occasion  ?     A.  None. 

Q.  Dili  Mrs.  Clarke  recommend  ail 
these  persons  to  yon  ?     A-  Yes. 

Q.  Is  there  any  other  person  whom 
you  can  recollect  ? 

A.  {After  S'Wie  hesitation)  No,  I 
do  not  immediately  recollect  any  per- 
son besides. 

Q.  I  think  you  stated 'that  there 
was  no  money  deposited,  except  in 
th'^  case  of  Ludowick ;  was  there  any 
agreement  fur  the  deposit  or  payment 
of  money  in  the  other  cases,  in  the 
event  of  the  application  succeeding  ? 

A.  In  the  event  of  the  application 
succeeding  in  the  case  of  Mr,  Thomp- 
son,  some  remuiieration  was  intended 
to  be  mad<i^. 

a  What) 
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Q.  AVhat? 

A.  1  think  it  was  about  3j0/. 

Qk  For  the  eoni mission  in  tli6  Mi- 
litia?    A.  Yes. 

Q.  Who  was  to  have  that  250/.  ? 

A.  I  do  not  know,  I  am  sure. 

Q.  Did  not  yoii  negociate  with  Mr. 
Tyndale  ? 

A.  1  asked  Mr.  Tyndale  about  it, 
and  he  said  he  thought  he  could  pro- 
cure it. 

Q.  For  250/.'?     A.  Yes. 

Q.  Was  not  it  at  all  mentioned  in 
fliat  conversation,  who  was  to  have 
the  benefit  of  tiie  230/.  ? 

A.  No,  I  did  not  ask  any  questions 
of  Mr.  Tyndale,  I  thought  it  indeli- 
cate to  ask  questions. 

Q.  You  were  to  have  nothing  for 
any  of  these  transactions  ?     A.  No. 

Q.  Nor  Mrs.  Clarke? 

A.  Nor  Mrs.  Clarke  ;  Mr.  Thomp- 
son was  her  brother,  I  think. 

Q..  In  the  other  cases,  of  Mr.  Law- 
son  and  Mr.  Williams,  was  she  to 
have  nothing  in  those  cases  ? 

A.  I  do  not  know  that  she  was,  I 
am  pretty  sure  that  she  was  not. 

Q.  Are  you  serious  in  saying  that 
she  was  to  have  nothing  for  those  ? 

A.  Yes. 

Q.  Do  you  know  any  person  that 
she  calls  tiie  Duke  of  Portland  in  these 
transactions?     A.  No. 

Q.  You  never  heard  her  say,  that 
she  dignified  you  by  the  name  of  her 
Dukeof  Portland  f 

A.  Never,  till  I  heard  it  by  acci- 
dent. 

Q.  What  accident  led  you  to  hear 
that  ? 

A.  I  was  coming  into  the  City  one 
day,  1  met  Sir  George  Hill,  with 
whom  I  have  the  honour  of  being  ac- 
quainted, and  he  told  me  the  circum- 
stance. 

Q.  Of  her  having  mentioned  it 
here? 

A.  Yes,  I  did  not  hear  of  it  before, 
and  had  no  idea  of  the  circumstance. 

Q.  Was  Ludowick  recommended 
for  any  other  place  besides  that  of 
Assistant  Commissary? 

A.  When  that  failed  he  wished  to 

NO.  8. 


have  a  paymastership  in  lieu  of  it,  ra- 
ther than  give  up  t!ie  money  ;  I  un- 
derstood that  from  Mrs.  Clarke,  but  it 
did  not  turn  out  to  be  the  case.  - 

Q.  How  long  is  it  since  you  have 
given  up  all  hopes  of  succeeding  for 
Mr.  Ludowick? 

A.  1  believe  a  month  or  two 
Q.  How  happens  it  that  the  money 
still  remains  in  Mr.  Birch's  bink  ? 

A.  Because  they  have  not  asked  to 
have  it  back  again,  1  know  of  no  other 
reason  ;  they  might  have  it  back 
whenever  tliey  pleased  ;  1  told  Mrs. 
Clarke  some  time  ago,  they  had  bet- 
ter take  the  money  back,  that  there 
was  not  a  likelihood  of  it  being  ef- 
fected. 

Q.  Did    you    ever    acquaint   Mr. 
Ludowick  with  that  circumstance  ? 
A.  I  never  spoke  to  him. 
Q.  Had    you  any  communicatioa 
with  Mr.  Lloyd  yourself?     A.  No. 

Q.  Are  you  at  all  acquainted  with 
Messrs.  Coleman  and  Keyler? 
A.  No,  not  at  all. 

Q.  Do  you  recollect  the  chrlstiaqi 
name  of  the  Mr.  Williams  whom  yon 
spoke  of?     A.  No,.  1  do  not. 
Q.  Did  you  ever  see  him  ? 
A.  Not  to  my  knowledge. 
Q.  Do  you  happen  to  know  whe- 
ther it  is  the  same  Mr.  AVilliams  who 
appeared  in  this  House  a  few  nights 
ago  ? 

A.  I  never  saw  that  gentleman,  but 
1  have  no  reason  to'think  so  ;  because 
I  understood  he  lived  in  Devonshire]^ 
and  was  a  respectable  man. 

(By  General  Loftus.) 

Q.  Do  vou  know  whether  Mr.  Tvn- 
dale  was  originally  an  ensign  in  the 
17th  foot,  and  afterv/ards  a  cornet  i^ 
the  17th  light  dragoons  ? 

A.  I  understood  that  he  had  been 
in  the  army ;  but  I  do  not  know  ia 
what  regiment. 

Q.  Did  you  ever  understand  from 
any  person  that  Sir  Arthur  Wellesle\''s 
being  engaged  at  Chelsea  was"  the 
reason  that  this  business  of  Ludowick's 
did  not  succeed  ? 

A.  No;  I  understood  from  Mr. 
2  E  T-^-ndale, 
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Tyndale,  that  the  trial  at  Chelsea 
occupied  the  public  attention  so 
much,  that  it  stood  in  the  way  of  the 
appoiiitaieut. 

Q.  Then  you  never  did  hear  from 
any  of  the  parties  Sir  Arthur  Wel- 
lesley's  name  mentioned  ?     A.  No. 

{By  Mr.  Wardle.) 

Q.  Up  to  what  period  did  Mrs- 
Clarke  represent  herself  to  you  as 
being  possessed  of  influence  with  the 
Duke  of  York  sufficient  to  obtain 
places  ? 

-^'  A.  I  had  reason,  from  conversa- 
tions with  her,  to  think  that  even  to 
the  eve  of  this  inquiry,  the  Duke 
had  not  deserted  her. 
"'Q.  Is  that  mere  supposition,  or 
has  she  stated  to  you  any  thing  posi- 
tively upon  that  subject  since  May, 
1806  ? 

A.  She  has  said  those  kind  of 
things  to  me,  that  induced  me  to 
believe  it,  such  as  that  the  Duke 
was  .about  providing  for  her  upon  a 
Smaller  establishment  than  former- 
ly;  and  those  kind  of  things  which 
have  induced  me  to  think  he  had 
not  deserted  her. 

{By  Mr.  Bragge  Bathurst.) 

Q.  Did  you  yourself  suppose  you 
had  any  influence  with  the  Duke  of 
York  ?  A.  Not  the  least. 
'  Q.  Then  how  do  you  account 
for  Mi^s.  Clarke's  employing  you  to 
solicit  ta\'ours,  which,  you  say,  you 
understood  she  was  able  to  obtain 
herself.? 

A.  I  cannot  account  for  that. 

Q.  Did  you  ever  represent  to 
Airs.  Clarek,  that  you  had  any  in- 
fluence with  the  Duke  of  Portlaiid  ? 

A.  No. 

{By  Mr.  V7kitbread.) 

Q.  With  whom  did  you  represent 
yourself  to  have  any  influence,  so  as 
to  induce  her  to  make  those  appli- 
cations repeatedly  to  you  ? 

A.  I  did  not  represent  myself  as 
having:  influence  with  any  person 
■wiutever. 


Q.  With  whom  did  you  unnVr 
stand  Tyndale,  to  have  any  influ 
ence  ? 

A.  I  did  not  know ;  I  did  not  ask 
him  any  questions. 

Q,  'i'hen  the  Committee  arc  to 
understand,  that  you  were  a  parly 
to  the  deposit  of  money  in  the 
hands  of  third  persons,  for  the  pur- 
pose of  procuring  a  place,  without 
knowing  thiouiih  whose  medium 
that  place  was  to  be  procured  ? 

A.  I  did  not  know  through  whose 
medium  it  was  to  be  procured. 

Q.  Did  you  ever  make  applica- 
tion to  Mrs.  Clarke  upon  any  other 
subject,  except  the  liquidation  of 
the  dtbt  supposed  to  be  due  to  Mr. 
IManners  ? 

A.  I  do  not  recollect  that  I  did. 

{By  Lord  Folkstone.) 

Q.  When  did  you  see  Sir  George 
Hill? 

A.  I  saw  Sir  George  Hill  on  Sa- 
turday, a^nd  I  saw  him  yesterday 
morning. 

Q.  What  rank  in  the  militia  was 
Mr.  Thompson  to  obtain  for  '2501  ? 

A.  A  captain's  commission. 

Q.  In  what  regiment  of  militia  ? 

A.  I  do  not  know  the  regiment. 

Q.  Mr.  'Jyndale  negociated  the 
business  ? 

A.  It  was  not  negociated  ;  I  un- 
derstood from  Mr.  Tyndale,  that  he 
could  get  it  etTected,  but  it  was  ne- 
ver negociated. 

Q.  Were  you  to  receive  any  ad- 
vantage from  any  of  those  transac- 
tions, if  they  hatd  been  carried  into 
execution } 

A.  No,  I  should  not  have  re- 
ceived any  thing. 

Q.  What  was  your  UTOtive  for  un- 
dertaking puch  a  negociation  ? 

A.  It  was  to  oblige  Mrs.  Clarke? 
it  Was  her  relation. 

Q.  Was  the  iiegociation  respect- 
ing Mr.  Ludowick  to  oblige  Mis. 
Clarke? 

A.   Ye<,  he  was  a  friend  of  hei*.>, 
.    Q.  Are  vou  acquaioted  svith  IM^r. 
Lloyd'     A.  No. 

Q.  Did 
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Q.  Did  you  ever  write  a  letter  to 
Mr.  Lloyd"? 

A.  No,  1  do  not  recollect  that  I 
ever  wrote  to  Mr.  Lloyd;  1  did  not 
know  him  ;  I  do  not  liiink  I  could 
])ossibly  write  a  letter  to  him  ;  I  am 
])retty  certain  1  did  not,  because  I 
had  no  communication  with  him 
whatever. 

Q-.  Are  you  quite  certain  you  ne- 
ver wrote  to  Mr.  Lloyd  ? 

A.  J  am  certain  in  my  own  mind  ; 
I  should  be  very  much  surprised  to 
see  a  letter  of  mine  to  .Mr.  Lloyd. 

Q.  Recollect  whether  you  ever 
did  or  not  write  to  Mr.  Lloyd  ? 

A.  I  do  not  recollect  that  I  ever 
did  ;  I  am  confident,  as  far  as  my 
memory  serves  nip,  that  I  did  not. 

Q.  Are  you  certain  that  you  ne- 
ver did  ? 

_  A.  I  am   as  certain  of  that  as  I 
cat)  bft  of  most  thin<Ts, 

Q.  Did  you  ever  see  INlr.  Ludo- 
wick  ?     A.  No. 

Q.  Who  first  spoke  to  you  of 
Mr.  Ludowick  .?     A.  Mrs.  Clarke. 

Q.  What  did  Mrs.  Clarke  know 
of  Mr.  Ludowick  ? 

A.  I  do  not  know;  she  spoke  to 
me  as  if  he  was  a  friend  of  her's, 
but  I  do  not  know  what  the  acquaint- 
r.nce  was  between  them. 

Q.  You  were  to  procure  this  si- 
tuation for  Mr.  Ludowick  ? 

A.  I  was  not  to  procure  it ;  but 
I  mentioned  it  to  Mr.  Tyndale,  who 
thouglu  he  could  effect  it. 

Q.  You  were  employed  by  Mrs. 
Clarke  to  mention  Mr."  Williams  to 
Mr.  Tyndale  >     A.  Yes. 

Q.  And  Mr.  1  hompson  ? 

A,  Not  to  mention  him  to  him, 
but  I  mentioned  them  to  him  of  my 
own  accord. 

Q.  She  applied  to  you  to  procure 
those  situations?     A.  Yes. 

Q.  Did  you' represent  yourself  as 
able,  by  your  own  influence,  to  pro- 
cure those  situations  } 

A.  Not  the  least;  I  never  had 
such  an  idea. 

Q.  Did  you  ever,  tell  her    you 


were   to   apply  to  a  third  person  ts 
procure  those  situations  .? 

A.  I  do  not  know  that  I  told  her 
that  distinctly  ;  but  I  sajd  1  would 
inquire,  to  the  best  of  my  recollec- 
tion, whether  such  a  thing  could  be 
obtained. 

Q.  You  are  certain  of  that  r 

A.  I  am  certain  I  never  repre- 
sented myself  as  having  any  interest 
to  procure  any  place,  not  perso- 
nally. 

Q.  Are  you  certjiin  you  never 
told  her  that  you  were  to  apply  to 
another  person  to  procure  those  ap- 
pointments ? 

A,  To   the  best    of  my  recollec- 
tion, I  said  I  would  make  inquiry. 
^      Q.  Did  you   ever  name  Tyndale 
to  Mrs.  Clarke  ? 

A.  Never,  I  believe. 

Q.  Who  introduced   Tyndale  ta 
you  ?  \ 

A.  I  met  Mr.  Tyndale  frequently 
at  a  place  where  I  used  to  go, 
Q.  Where  was  that .? 
A.  It  was   at  a  Mr.  Robins,  in 
Bartlett's  Buildings. 

Q.  Who  was  Mr.  Robins  } 
A.  He  was  a  Solicitor  ;  I  used  to 
SCO  him   there  when  I  called  occa- 
sionally. 

Q.  Did  3'ou  ever  see  Mr.  Barber? 

A.  I  saw  Mr.  Barber  once. 

Q.  Where? 

A.  I  called  upon  him. 

Q.   Where  ? 

A.  In  Union-court. 

Q.  About  this  business  of  Mr, 
Lu  do  wick's? 

A.  Yes,  about  this  business,  to 
offer  to  return  him  the  money. 

Q.  What  was  his  answer  ? 

A.  I  think  he  said  he  would  see 
IMr.  Ludowick  ;  he  did  not  ask  for 
the  return  of  the  money. 

Q.  Do  you  know  what  connec- 
tion subsists  between  Mr.  Barber 
and  Mr.  Lloyd  ? 

A.  No,  I  do  not  know  that  any 
connection  subsists  between  them. 

Q.  You  never  saw  Mr.  Lloyd  ? 

A.  Not  to  mv  knowledtie. 
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Q.D» 
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Q.  Do  you  recollect  now  having 
ever  written  to  Mr.  Lloyd  ? 

A.   No,  I  do  not. 

Q,  Are  those  transactions  with 
respect  to  Mr.  Ludowick,  Mr. 
Thompson,  Mr.  Williams,  and  Mr. 
Lawson,  the  only  transactions  of 
the  sort  in  which  you  recollect  to 
have  been  engaged  ? 

A.  I  do  not  recollect  any  others. 

Q.  Recollect  yourself. 

A.  There  have  been  things  men- 
tioned, but  nothing  done. 

Q.  Some  others  have  been  men- 
tioned ? 

A.  Yes,  I  think  there  have. 

Q.  What  are  those  ? 

A.  I  think  a  place  of  a  clerk  in 
the  War  Office. 

Q.   Wlien  was  that  ? 

A.  I  believe  it  was  about  A-jgust, 
but  I  am  not  quite  certain. 

Q-  August  last  ?     A.  Yes. 

Q.  Had  Mrs.  Clarice  anything 
to  do  with  that  ? 

A.  Yes,  I  believe  she  asked  me 
about  it, 

Q.  Did  you  undertake  that,  at 
the  request  of  Mrs-  Clarke 

Q.   I  made  an  inquiry. 

•A.  Did  you  make  an  inquiry  at 
the  request  of  Mrs.  Clarke  ? 

A.  I  think  I  did. 

Q.-  Was  it  or  was  it  not  at  the 
request  of  Mrs.  Clarke,  that  you 
made  that  inquiry  ? 

A.   1  think  it  was. 

Q-  Arc  ^ou  sure  ? 
•  ■^'  I  am  pretty  confident? 

^.   Be  quite  sure. 
•  I  think  so,  that  it  was  at  her 
request. 

Q.   Was  it  effected  ? 

-^-    No,  it  was  not. 

Q'  What    were    you.  to    receive 

^oi'  that,  supposing  it  had  been  ef- 
fecte(i  ? 

A.  I  should  not  have  received 
any  thing  for  that. 

Q.  Was  any  body  to  have  re- 
ceived any  thing  for  that  ?     A.  Yes, 

Q-    Who? 

A-  I  do  not  know  who;  it  was 
never  negociated. 


Q.  In  behalf  of  whom  was  the 
place  to  be  procured  ? 

A.  I  do  not  recollect  the  name. 

Q.  What  sum  was  to  be  given  in 
case  it  was  obtained  ? 

A.  I  think  about  three  or  four 
hundred  pounds. 

Q,  To  whom  did  you  apply 
about  that  ? 

A.  Mr.  Tyndale:  I  did  not  know 
any  body  else  that  was  likely  to  ef- 
fect this  object. 

Q.  Was  it  at  Mrs.  Clarke's  re- 
quest  that  you  undertook  that  ? 

A,  I  think  it  was, 

Q.  You  do  not  recollect  the  name 
of  the  person  •*      A.  No. 

Q.  Do  you  recollect  any  other 
transaction  .? 

A.  No,  I  do  not  recollect  any 
other. 

Q.  There  is  this  clerkship  in  the 
War  Office,  this  affair  of  ]\Ir.'  Ludor 
wick,  this  afiair  of  Mr.  Wiliiams, 
this  affair  of  Mr.  Jhompson.  this  af- 
fair  of  jNIr.  Lawson  ;  do  you  recol- 
lect any  other.?     A.    No,  I  do    not, 

Q.  Are  you  quite  sure  there  was 
no  other  transaction  of  the  same 
sort .'' 

A.  I  do  not  recollect  any  other. 

Q.  You  do  not  know  that  there 
was  net  ? 

A.  No,  I  do  not  recollect  any 
other. 

Q.  You  are  not  sure  that  there 
was  no  other  .f  i 

A.  IVly  memory  may  escape  me, 
but  I  do  not  recollect  any  other. 

Q.  What  was  the  place  winch 
you  negociatid  for  Mr.  Russell 
Manners,  in  the  year  1806'.? 

A.  I  did  not  negcciate  aiiy  place 
for  him. 

Q.  Did  not  you  endeavour  to  ob- 
tain a  place  for  Mr.  Russell  Man- 
ners, through  the  medium  of  Mrs, 
Clarke,  in  1806?     A.   No. 

Q.  What  was  your  transaction 
with  Mrs.  Clarke  in  I  806  .? 

A.  I  had  no  transaction  v^ith  Mrs; 
Clarke  in  1806". 

Q.  What  was  your  acquaintance 
with  her  in  1806  l 

A.  It 
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A.  It  was  through  the  medium  of 
Mr.  Manners,  who  marrit;d  my 
wife's  sister;  I  had  no  acquaintance 
with  her  previous  lo  that  period. 

Q.  From  1806'  to  April,  1808, 
your  acquaintance  with  Mrs.  Clarke 
dropped,  thd  it  not } 

A.  Yes;  I  do  not  think  I  saw 
Mrs.  Clarke  trona  August  or  Sep- 
tembr-r  ISOO'  till  the  Court  Martial 
in  1N()8;  I  do  not  recollect  that  I 
did. 

Q.  rhat  Court  Martial  was  lield 
at  Cdcheiier  ? 

A.  it  was  held  at  VVeele}',  near 
Col;  hester. 

Q.  How  soon  afier  that  Court 
Martial  did  vou  again  see  Mrs. 
Clarke? 

A.  I  do  not  recollect;  I  did  not 
kiiow  where  Mrs.  Clarke  lived. 

Q.  Where  did  she  live  when  you 
next  saw  her? 

A.'  If  I  recollect  right,  she  lived 
in  Holies-street;  lodged  there  for  a 
bhort  period. 

Q.  You  do  not  know  in  what 
month  that  was  ? 

A.  No,  I  cannot  sneak  positively, 
but  J  think  it  vvas  before  she  went 
to  Bedford -place. 

Q.   Did  you  go   to   her  of   your 

own  accord,  or  did  she  send  to  you  ? 

A.   She  wrote  me  a  note,  to  call 

Upon  her ;  1  did  not  know  where 

she  lived. 

Q.  She  stated,  I  suppose  in  her 
letter,  where  you  were  to  call  upon 
lier  ?     A.  Yes. 

Q.  What  was  the  object  of  her 
desiring;  to  see  vou  ? 

A.  i  do  not  recollect  what  she 
said  ;  I  think  it  vvas  something  rela- 
tive to  what  passed  at  the  Court 
Martial,  but  I  do  not  recollect. 

Q.  Was  it  not  to  obtain  some 
place  for  Mrs.  Clarke,  that  she  sent 
lor  you  ?     A.   No. 

Q.  You  are  positive  of  that  ? 
A.  Yes,   1   am   pretiy  positive  of 
it :  I  have  not  the  least  recollection 
of  it. 
,Q.  When  was  it  that  the  first  of 


these   transactions  you  liave  meij^ 
lioaed  took  place  ? 
A.  I  think  in  August. 
Q.  That  was  a  Clerkship  in  the 
War  Oiiice,  was  it  not  ? 

A.  No,  I  think  it  was  about  Mr. 
Thompson. 

Q.  Was  Mr.  Thompson's  the  first 
transaction  of  the  sort  that  look 
place  after  the  Court  Martial  > 

A.  I  think  it  was;  there  was  no 
great  distance  of  time  between  all 
these  things. 

Q.  Was  there  no  other  transac- 
tion of  this  sort  took  place  between 
the   Court   Martial  and  tlie  affair  of 
Mr.  Thompson,  besides  those  which 
you  have  enumerated  ? 
A.  I  do  not  recollect  any. 
Q.  Have  you  ever  prosecuted  any 
business  of  this  son  with  success  ? 
A.  Never, 

Q.   ]S^ever  in  your  life  ?     A.  No. 
Q.  And     you   engaged    in    these 
businesses  out  of  pure  good  nature  ? 
A.  1  though.t  it  would  oblige  Mrs. 
Clarke,  and  1  v^•ished  to  accomplish 
the  object   1    liad   in  view,  to  have 
Mr.  Manners's  accounts  liquidated. 
Q.  How  could  you  suppose,  that 
by  obliging  Mrs.  Clarke  you  could. 
get   Ml.  iManners's   accounts  liqui- 
dated,   when    she   had   so  little  in- 
terest, that  she  was  obliged  to  im- 
ply to   you  to  accomplish  these  dif- 
ferent busine::ses  ? 

A.  Because  she  told  me  that  she 
still  had  an  interest  with  the  Duke 
of  York,  and  that  she  was  in  some 
degree  under  his  protection. 

Q.  Are  you  quite  positive  she 
told  you  that  ? 

A.  1  am  quite  satisfied  that  she 
told  me  that,  or  gave  me  to  Kuder- 
stand  it;  I  had  no  reason  to  dispute 
it,  from  the  tenor  of  her  conversa- 
tion to  me  more  than  once,  as  f 
mentioned  before,  that  the  Duke  of 
York  kept  her  upon  a  smaller  esta- 
blishment, and  I  really  believed  she 
was  under  the  protection  of  ihe 
Duke  of  York,  or  that  he  was  about 
to  re-establish  her. 

Q.  Did 
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Cj.  Did  it  never  occur  lo  you  to 
reiiKiik  to  her,  lliat  if  she  had  that 
influence  vvitli  tlie  Duke  of  York, 
she  was  much  more  iikely  to  pre- 
vail ill  £uelj  transactions  than  your- 
self? 

A.  No,  I  never  niadi  that  re- 
mark. 

Q.  Where  wns  ii  that  she  gave 
you  to  understand  this,  at  Colclies- 
ter? 

A.  I  think  it  was  at  Colcliester, 
or  going  down  to  Colchester;  it 
was  about  that  time. 

Q.  \  ou  do  not  now  recollect  any 
other  transactions  besides  iliuse  vou 
have  mentioned  ? 

A.  No,  I  do  not  call  any  to  my 
memory. 

Q.  You  do  not  recollect  ever 
having  written  to  Mr.  Lloyd  ? 

A.  No,  I  do  not. 

{Bi/  ancther  Member.) 

Q.  How  many  interviews  do  you 
suppose  you  had  at  different  times 
v.iih  Mr.  Tyndale  ? 

A.  Upon  my  word  I  cannot  tell, 
I  have  no  idea  ;  1  have  been  used 
to  see  him  frequently. 

Q..  A  great  many  ? 

A.  Yes,  I  have  frequently  seen 
him.. 

Q.  Then  dio  you  mean  to  state,  in 
point  of  fact,  upon  no  one  ®f  those 
interviews  yon  have  ever,  from  your 
own  curiosity,  or  any  other  njotive, 
asked  Mr.  Tyndale  through  whose 
interest  those  appointments  were  to 
be  procured  ? 

A.  Upon  one  occasion,  in  the  case 
of  Ludov.-ick  1  think  it  -was,  I  asked 
IMr.  Tyndale,  pressing  very  much  to 
have  it  efteeted,  what  channel  do 
you  su})pose  this  comes  through? 
he  supposed  that  it  might  come 
through  the  Vv'ellesley  interest,  I 
think  lie  said;  he  did  nt*t  mention 
any  particular  person. 

Q.  1  hat  answer  was  given  by 
Mr.  Tyndale  in  retpect'to  Mi*.  Lu- 
riowick's  appointment  ?     A.   Yes. 

Q.  vDid  you  nev«r  hear  Mr.  'lyi>- 


dale  rncnlion  any  otiicr  name  in  rcs- 
pect  to  (he  cl.annel  through  which 
any  other  was  (o  come. 

A.^  No,  1  did  not  ask  him  any 
question  as  to  the  channel,  except 
upon  that  occosion,  when  1  pressed 
so  much  lo  have  it  efTected. 

Q.  Mr.  Ludowick's  was  the  third 
applftation  you  made  to  Mr.  Tyn- 
dale ;  do  yoa  mean  to  stale  that^  in 
the  applicallons  for  Thompson  and 
Williams,  v\hich  were  previous,  you 
never  heard  through  wiio^e  influence 
tij^ose  were  to  be  obtained. 

A.  'No,  I  did  not  a>k  him  any 
questions 

Q.   Not   tin  the  third  applicalinn  ? 

A.  I  do  not  say  it  was  the  third 
applicalion,  bul  not  till  (hat  applica- 
lion. 

Q.  What  led  you  to  Mr.  Tyndale? 

A.  Being  acquainted  with  him, 
and  knowing  that  he  was  a  kind  of 
agent,  and  had  information  of  that 
nature. 

Q.  Had  you  any  reason  (o  know 
that  Mr.  Tyndale  had  the  power  of 
obtaining  any  offices  ? 

A.  No,  not  personally. 

Q.  Then  do  you  mean  to  state 
that  you  applied  to  Mr.  Tyndale  in  a 
great  many  instances,  without  know- 
ing that  there  was  any  probability  of 
his  obtaining  the  offices  he  was  em- 
ployed to  obtain  ? 

A.  Yes,  except  from  his  own 
statement  or  representation,  that  he 
thought  he  couKi  get  them. 

Q.  By  what  means  did  he  state 
that  he  thought  he  could  efl"eci  ihem? 

A.  He  did  not  stale  the  means  ;  I 
did  not  enquire  into  the  channel;  I 
do  not  know  what  communications 
he  had,  nor  vvilh  whom  he  was  con- 
nected. 

Q.  Do  you  mean  lo  slate,  that  af- 
ter you  had  applied  lo  him  repeat- 
edly, and  he  had  failed  in  obtaining 
those  situations  for  which  he  was  ap- 
plied lo,  that  you  continued  still  to 
apply  lo  him  without  hearing  froni 
him  the  mean>  by  which  he  was  lo 
obtain  future  situations? 

A.  Yes  J   I  did  not  know  that  he 


0.  Did  it  never  occur  to  ycu  to 
reiiiai  k  to  her,  lluit  if  she  had  that 
ir.fluence  with  the  Duke  of  York, 
she  was  much  more  ukely  to  pre- 
vail in  siieli  transactions  than  your- 
self ? 

-A.  No,  I  never  niadi  that  re- 
mark. 

Q.  Whore  was  it  that  she  gave 
you  to  understand  this,  at  Colches- 
ter ? 

A.  I  think  it  was  at  Colcliester, 
or  going  dow  n  to  Colchester ;  it 
was  about  that  time, 

Q.  You  da  not  now  rcGollect  any 
other  transactions  besides  liiuce  vou 
'have  mentioned  ? 

A.  No,  I  do  not  call  any  to  my 
memory. 

Q.  You  do  not  recollect  ever 
having  written  to  ?vlr.  Lloyd  ? 

A.  No,  I  do  not. 

{Bi/  ancther  I\Iejmber.) 

Q,.  How  many  interviews  do  you 
suppose  you  had  at  difi'ereni  times 
'with  Mr.  Tyndale  ? 

A.  Upon  my  word  I  cannot  tell, 
I  have  no  idea  ;  I  have  been  used 
to  see  him  frequently. 

Q.  A  great  many  ? 

A.  Yes,  1  have  frequently  seen 
him.. 

Q.  Then  do  you  mean  to  state,  in 
point  of  fact,  upon  no  one  ®f  those 
interviews  you  have  ever,  from  your 
own  curiosity,  or  any  otlier  mytive, 
asked  Mr.  Tyndale  through  whose 
interest  those  appointments  were  to 
be  procured  ? 

A.  Upon  one  occasion,  in  the  cnse 
of  Ludov.'ick  1  think  it  was,  I  asked 
Mr.  Tyndale,  pressing  very  much  to 
have  It  effected,  what  channel  do 
you  su})pose  this  comes  through  ? 
he  suppoe-ed  that  it  might  come 
through  the  Wellesley  interest,  I 
think  he  safd  ;  he  did  ndt  mention 
any  particular  person. 

Q.  That    answer   was   given    by 
Mr.  Tvndaie  in  respect  to  Mi".  Lu- 
^owick's  appointment  ?     A.  Yes. 
•    Q.  vDid  you  n6v«r  hear  Mr.  Tyn- 


dale rncnfion  any  otiier  name  in  res- 
pect to  (he  cliannel  through  which 
any  otiier  was  to  come. 

A.  No,  I  did  not  ask  him  any 
question  as  lo  the  channel,  except 
upon  thai  oceosion,  when  I  pressed 
so  much  to  have  it  efTected. 

Q.  Mr.  Ludowick's  was  the  third 
application  you  made  to  Mr.  Tyn- 
dale ;  do  you  mean  to  stale  that  in 
-the  applications  for  Thompson  and 
Williams,  which  were  previous,  you 
never  heard  through  wiio^e  influence 
tlu^sc  were  to  be  obtained. 

A.  No,  I  did  not  ask  him  any 
quesdons 

Q.   Not   till  the  third  applicalion? 

A,  I  do  not  say  it  was  the  third 
3n-)!icalion,  bu(  not  till  that  a})plica' 
lion. 

Q.  What  led  you  lo  Mr.  Tyndale? 

A.  Being  acquainted  with  him, 
and  knowing  that  he  was  a  kind  of 
agent,  and  had  information  of  that 
nature. 

Q.  Had  you  any  reason  lo  know 
that  Mr.  Tyndale  had  the  power  of 
obtaining  any  offices  ? 

A.  No,  not  personally. 

Q.  Tlien  do  you  mean  to  state 
that  you  applied  to  Mr.  Tyndale  in  a 
great  many  instances,  without  know- 
ing that  there  was  any  probability  of 
his  obtaining  the  offices  he  was  em- 
ployed to  obtain  ? 

A.  Yes,  except  from  his  own 
statement  or  representation,  that  he 
thought  he  could  get  them. 

Q.  By  what  means  did  he  stale 
that  he  thought  he  could  effect  them? 

A.  He  did  not  stale  the  means  ;  I 
did  not  enquire  into  (he  channel;  I 
do  nol  know  vvhat  communications 
he  had,  nor  with  whom  he  was  con- 
nected. 

Q.  Do  you  mean  lo  slate,  that  af- 
ter you  had  applied  lo  him  repeat- 
edly, and  he  had  failed  in  obtaining 
those  situations  for  which  he  was  ap- 
plied to,^  that  you  continued  sliil  to 
apply  lo  him  without  heai'ing  from 
him  the  mean%  by  which  he  was  lo 
obtain,  future  siluations? 

A.  Yes  J   I  did  not  know  that  he 
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liad  any  interest  In  himself  lo  eflect 
those  objects. 

Q.  Had  voii  been  in  Ihe  habit  of 
iiegocialin«y,  or  have  ever  negocialed 
for  any  situations  of  this  kind,  pre- 
vious to  your  knowlede«  of  Mrs. 
Clarke? 

A.  No. 

{By  Sir  J.  Hall. 

Q.  State  whether  Mrs.  Clarke  gare 
you  any  hopes  that  Mr.  Russell 
"MannerVs  object  would  be  effected  ? 

A.  I  was  about  to  state  the  pur- 
port of  a  letter,  hut  it  is  not  correctly 
t'vidence,  which  I  do  not  know  whe'- 
ther  I  have  seen  or  not;  but  I  re- 
member the  contents  of  it  perfectly 
well,  particularly  one  expression  of 
the  letter,  purported  to  be  written 
by  the  Duke,  and  it  said,  that  he 
would  give  Mr.  Manners  a  place 
suitable  to  \m  name  and  family.  I 
remember  that  expression,  I  think 
Ihose  were  the  very  words  ;  or,  that 
would  not  disgrace  his  nnme  and  fa- 
rnily;  something  to  that  purport. 
This  communication  was  not  made 
tome,  it  was  made  to  Mr.  Manners 
by  Mrs.  Clarke,  this  letter  that  I 
«peakof,  and  Mr.  Manners  commu- 
nicated it  to  me. 

Q.  Did  iMr.  Manners  state  to 
you  that  he  had  seen  such  a  letter, 
or  did  he  bring  such  a  letter  to  you  ? 

A.  I  am  sure  that  he  staled  such 
a  letter  to  me,  but  I  do  not  think  I 
saw  the  letter. 

Q.  Do  you  recollect  at  what  time 
this  passed  ?. 

A.  1  think  about  the  month  of 
August  1806',  as  nearly  as  I  can  re- 
collect, perhaps  it  might  be  July. 

Q.  Did  Mr.  Manners  state  to  you 
from  whom  he  had  the  letter? 

A.  To  the  best  of  my  recollec- 
tion it  was  a  letter  written  by  ihQ 
DuJve  to  Mrs.  Clarke,  which  she 
shewed  to  him.  I  do  not  know 
whether  she  inclosed  the  letter  to 
Mr.  Manners,  whether  he  had  the 
actual  possession  of  it,  or  only  saw 
It  in  her  possession.' 

Q.  Did  you  se^  Mrs,  Clarke  af- 


terwards, and  have  any  conversation 
with  her  upon  this  letter  ? 

A.  I  do  not  recollect  that  I  had  ; 
I  saw  her  afterwards,  but  1  do  not 
recollect  that  I  said  any  thing  to 
her  upon  the  subject. 

Q.  When  you  saw  her  after- 
wards, had  you  any  conversation 
with  her  upon  Mr.  Manners's  business? 

A.  I  do  not  recollect  that  I  had  ; 
or  I  generally  saw  her  m  the  com- 
pany of  Mr.  Manners. 

Q.  When  you  saw  her  in  company 
with  Mr.  ]\Ianners  afterwards,  did 
any  conversation  pass  on  Mr.  Man*, 
ners's  business  ? 

A.  No,  I  do  not  recollect  that 
there  was. 

Q.   Not  up  to  this  hour  ? 

A.  No;  Mr.  Manners  has  been 
abroad  lor  a  year  and  a  half. 

Q.  Have  you  conducted  his  af- 
fairs since  he  has  been  abroad  ? 

A.  No ;  he  has  no  affairs  to  con- 
duct in  fact. 

Q.   Did  Mrs.  Clarke  in  you'-  hear- 
ing, or  to  you,  sny  thai  «:he'hnd  men- 
tioned Mr.    Russell    Manners's  busi- 
ness to  the  Duke  of  Vork? 

A.  I  do  not  recollect  that  she  ever 
said  that  in  my  presence. 

Q.  Did  you  ever  hear  her  say 
any  thing  upon  that  subject  ? 

A.  I  do  not  recollect  that  I  ever 
did  ;  tor  I  saw  Mr.  Manners  so  fre- 
quently that  lie  communicatetl  every 
thing  to  me.  I  do  not  think  lever 
spoke  to  her  upon  that  subject. 

Q.  Did  any  conversati(Hi  pass  be- 
tween her  and  Mr.  Manners  upon 
the  subject  in  your  presence? 

A.  i  do  not  recollect  any  conver- 
sation. 

Q.  Did  you  transact  all  this  busi- 
ness for  her  gratuitously,  or  did  you 
hope  that  this  object  would  be  ef- 
fected, and  that  you  should  be  remu- 
nerated in  that  way. 

A.  I  had  no  gratuity  for  it,  but  I 
hoped  that  I  should  get  the  account 
settled.  ^ 

Q.  Have  you  expecfrd  that  in  the 
course  of  the  last  year  ? 

A.  I  have  expected  it ;  I  remem- 
ber- 
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ber  speaking  to  Mrs.  Clarke  about  it 
^recjucritly,  and  not  long  ago.  1  think 
about  a  month. 

Q.  You  spoke  to  her  upon  the  sub- 
.   ject  about  a  month  ago  >     A.  Yes. 

Q.  Did  she  at  that  time  give  you 
hopes  that  it  would  be  elTectcd  r 

A.  SliC  said,   you  may  speak  to  me 
tipon  that  about  two  inonths  iience. 
^  Q.  Did  she  say  at  all  ih.at  she  liad 
nieiitioned   the  subject   to  his   Royal 
IJighsiess? 

A-  No,  she  never  did. 

Q.  Not  at  any  ot.her  time  ? 

A.   No  ;  s!ie  seenM.d  as  if  she  wish* 

^d  to  postpone  that  application  ;  that 

^     I  must  speak  to  her  about  two  months 

hence.     That  was  about  a  month  or 

six  weeks  ago. 

Q.  Was  it  up  to  that  late  period  of 
a  month  or  six  weeks  ago  you  still  sup- 
posed her  to  have  ihlluence  with  the 
Duke  of  York? 

A.  Yes,  I  still  thought  so  to  the  eve 
of  this  inquiry,  from  her  representa- 
tions to  me  and  her  conversation. 

Q.  Did  you  think  so  from  her  re- 
presentations and  conduct? 

A.  Yes,  from  her  representations. 

Q.  You  have  stated,  that  in  one  of 
those  transactions  the  money  was  left 
at  the  house  of  Messrs.  Birch  and  Co. 
liitve  you  any  credit  with  that  house? 

A.  No,  1  have  no  account  with  that 
house. 

Q.  They  do  not  discount  bills  for 
you?     A.  No. 

(%  another  Member.) 

Q.  Do  you  happen  to  know  whe- 
ther Mrs.  Clarke  lias  any  account  with 
tl)e  house  of  Messrs.  Birch,  where  this 
money  was  left? 

A.  I  do  not  know  that  she  has. 

Q.  AVho  proposed  that  the  money 
should  be  deposited  there? 

A.  I  think  it  was  Mr.  Tyndale  ;  I 
am  pretty  confident  it  was/ 

Q.  Has  it  ever  happened  to  you,  in 
transactions   of  this  nature,   to  have 
money  deposited  at  a  houie  where  you  ' 
have  a  credit  ? 

A.  I  never  had  any  of  tliis  money 
deposited  upon  my  own  account;  I  do 
not  know  vviiether  it  is  cujitomarv. 


Q.  1  do  not  as^v  as  to  money  dcpo-* 
sited  on  your  own  account,  but  money 
on  account  of  persons  concerned  in 
such  a  negociation  ? 

A.  I  have  no  experience  upon  that 
subject,  though  1  believe  it  is  custo- 
mary to  dr-posit  the  money  with  the* 
bankers  to  one  of  the  parties,  but  I  (]o 
not  think  Birch  and  Company  wert* 
bankers  to  any  of  the. parties. 

Q.  Has  it  ever  iiappened  to  3-0 u  in 
a  negociation  of  this  kind,  that  the 
money  should  be  deposited  at  a  bank- 
er's where  you  had  a  credit  ?     A-  No. 

Q.  Was  it  Mrs.  Clarke  who  made 
the  proposition  to  you  in  the  first  af* 
ici'ir  you  were  concerned  in,  or  you  to 
Mrs.  Clarke? 

A.  1  think  Mrs.  Clarke  asked  me 
the  question  ;  I  think  she  made  the 
proposition. 

Q.  What  question  did  Mrs.  Clarke' 
ask  you  ? 

A.  I  think  it  was  abotit  Tfiompson. 

Q.  What  was  the  question  Mrs, 
Clarke  put  to  you  ? 

A.  1  hat  she  wished  to  get  acorn* 
mission  for  him,  and  inquired  whether 
it  could  be  effected. 

(Bi/  Mr.  Davis.) 

Q.  Did  the  bankers  allow  any  inter- 
est upon  the  sum  deposited  ? 

A.  I  appreiiend  jiot ;  I  take  that  foi* 
granted. 

Q.  You  are  sure  they  did  not  allow 
four  per  cent  ? 

z\.  1  am  pretty   certain  thev   did 

JlOt. 

Q.  Are  you  perfectly  sure? 

A.  1  have  had  no  communicatioi^ 
with  the  bankers;  I  never  heard  that 
they  du],  and  I  rather  think  they  did 
not,  for  the  parties  do  not  expect  in- 
terest for  their  money,  and  1  do  not 
think  that  the  bankers,  upon  those 
occasions,  allow  any  interest  general- 
Jy;T  never  heard  that  they  did. 

Q.  Are  you  perfectly  certain  that 
you  never  did,  in  any  former  transac- 
tions, derive  an  advantage  from  the 
lodgment  of  money  at  Messrs.  Birch 
and  Company's?    ' 

A.  Yes;  1  am  perfectly  confident 
of  it.. 

Q.  Y 
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Q.  You  have  said,  that  you  were        {By  Sir  George  Warrender.) 
lol  certain  whether  some  conversa-         Q-  In    anv  of  the    conversation^i 

lion  passed  with  Mrs.  Clarke  at  the  you   had  with  Mrs.   Clarke  or  Mr. 

Court  Martial,  or    going    down   to  Tyndale   on   the    subject  of    these 

Colchester;  did  you  go  down  to  Col-  transactions  was  the  Duke  of  York's 

:hester  with  Mrs.  Clarke  ?  name  ever  mentioned  ?    A.  Never. 

A.  I  did.     She  called  upon  me;         Q.  You  are  sure  it  was   not   upon 

;he  said  she  was  going  to  Colchester,  any  occasion? 

ind  I  was  summoned  very  suddenly         A.  I  ara  certain  It  was  not ;  nor 

0  the  Court  Martial  ;  I  had    but  an  the  name  of  any  other  person, except 

lour's  notice  ;  she  said  she  was  going  in  the  way  I  have  mentioned. 
3own  in  a  post-chaise  ;  I  said,  then  (^By  Mr.  Huskisson.) 

ffe  may  as  well  go  together,  and  we         Q,  You  have  stated,    that  about 

accordingly  did  go  down  in  a  chaise  two  months   aj^o  yoi4  informed  Mrs. 

ogether,  Clarke  that  Ihere   was  no  hope  of 

Q.  Did  you  not  give  evidence  up-  getting    a  situation   for  Mr.   Ludo- 

)n  that   Court   Martial  that  you  had  wick;   what    circumstance    inducecT 

lot  seen  Mrs.  Clarke  eitlier  for  some  you   to    form    that  opinion,  and    to 

rveeks  or  months  preceding  that  trial?  communicate   to     Mrs.   Claike  that 

A.  I  think  to  the  best  of  my  re-  there  was  no  hope  of  success  for  Mr, 

collection,  that  1  said  I  had  not  seen  Ludow  ick  ? 

ler  from  August  1806  till  she  called         A.  From   Mr.  Tyndale ;  he  told 

Jpon  me.  %  nie  that  he  thought  that  he  could  not 

Q.  Up  to  the  period  of  your  evi-  effect  it. 
Jknce?  Q.  Mr.  Tyndale  told  you  that  he 

A,  Up  to   the   tiipe     when    sh^e  thought  he  could  not  effect  it?  A.  Yes. 
"aljed  upon  me.  Q.  Did  he  give  you  any   reason 

Q.  Will  you  be  perfectly  clear  in  for  his  failure  ? 
I'our  recollection,  whether  you   did         A.    I   think  he  said  to  the  best  of 

lot  say  that  upon  oath  ?  my  recollection,  that  a  new  arrange- 

A.  I  do  not  recollect' that  I  did;  ment  had  taken  place  in  that  depart- 

[  should  wish  to  hear  that  part  read  ment,  or  something  to  that  purport, 
if  it  is    in  Court;  I   have  no   idea         Q.  When  did  Mr.  Tyndale  tell  you 

:hat  I  differed    upon    that  occasion  that    the   appointment  was  only  de- 

frora  what  I  state  now.     1  am  sure  layed  on    account   of  the  inquiry  at 

jpon  both  occasions,  I   stale  to  the  Chelsea'respccling  the  Convention  at 

3est  of  my   recollection;  I    maybe  Cinlra  ? 

mistaken  in    these    trivial   circum-         A.  It   was   during  that  inquiry  or 

stances  which  did  not  interest  me ;  that  trial. 

that  I  did  not  see  her  from  August         Q.  Then  you   were  led  to  hope, 

1806  till  she  called  upon  me  to  go  pending  ^the   Board  of    Inquiry  at 

Jown  to  the  Court  Martial;  I  think  Chelsea,  the  appointment  would  take 

[  stated  that,  place  as  soon  as  that  was  over  ? 

Q.  Will  you  state  positively  that         A.  I  thought  so  from  what  he  said 

you  did  not  upon  that  trial,  on  oath,  to  me. 

Jlate   that  you  had  not    seen  Mrs.         Q.  And  two  months  ago  you  were 

2;larke  for  either  weelts  or  months  up  informed  by  Mr.  Tyndale  that  there 

lo  the  period  at  which  you  gave  your  was  no  chance  of  success,  owing  lo 

evidence  ?  a  new  arrangement  ? 

A.  I  do   not  recollect  that ;   if  I        A.  I   think   it   was  only  about  ft 

Jid  it  must  be  a   mistake;  I  fane v  I  month, 

corrected  it,   if  I  stated  that :  but  I         [The  following  questions  and  an- 

ii>ust  be  misunderstood  upon  that  og*  swers  were  read.] 
sasion.  **  Q.    In  any  cQnversations  you 

NO,  9,  3  p  had 


226 


had  with  Mrs.  Clarke  or  Mr.  Tyn- 
fiale  on  the  subject  of  these  transac- 
tions, was  the  Duke  of  Portland's 
name  ever  mentioned  ?  A.  Never." 
•— *'  Q.  You  are  sure  it  was  not  upon 
an)  occaMon  ?  A.  I  am  certain  it 
was  not,  nor  the  name  of  any  other 
person,  except  in  the  way  I  have 
mentionerl." 

Q.  What  dp  you  mean  by,  **  exxept 
in  the  way  you  have  mentioned  ?" 

A.  That  he  .^aid,  that  the  place  of 
Assistant  Conamissary  he  thought 
would  be  pn  cured  througl)  the  Wel- 
lesley  interest,  not  mentioning  any 
particular  name. 

{By  another  "Membek.) 

Q.  Were  you  yourself  acquainted 
with  the  hand  writing  of  the  letter 
which  you  stated  to  have  been, a  let- 
ter from  the  Duke  of  York  ? 

A.  I  do  not  recollect  that  I  ever 
saw  the  letter. 

(By  Lord  Folk  stone.) 

Q.  Wereyou  ever  engaged  in  any 
transaction  about  writerships  or  ca- 
detships  for  India ? 

A.  No^  I  think ;  excepting  once 
a  person  asked  me  about  a  cadetship. 

Q.  Who  was  Llie  person  who 
asked  you  about  a  cadetship  ? 

A.  Mr.  Donovan. 

Q.  You  are  acquainted  with  Mr. 
Donovan,  are  you  ? 

A.  1  have  an  acquaintance  with 
him. 

Q'.  What  did  he  ask  you  about  a 
cadetship? 

A.  He  asked  me  whether  it  could 
be  procured. 

Q.   When  was  this? 

A.  1  think  it  was  about  six  weeks 

Q.  .What  did  you  answer? 

A.  I  said,  that  I  vsould  inquire 
about  it. 

Q.  Did  you  inquire?     A.  Yes, 

Q.  What  was  the  result  ? 

A.  That  it  might  be  procured  was 
the  result,  > 

Q.  Of  whom  did  you  inquire? 

A.  I  inquired  of  this  same  gen- 
'•«man. 


Q.  And  he  told  you  it  might  be 
procured.     A.  Yes. 

Q.  Was  it  procured  ?     A.  No. 

Q.  How  came  it  not  to  be  pro* 
cured,  do  you  know  ? 

A.  I  do  not  know  how  it  came 
not  to  be  procured. 

Q.  Tyndale  told  you  he  could  not 
procure  it  ? 

A.  No,  he  said  he  could. 

Q.  From  whom  did  you  learn  that 
it  could  not  be  procured. 

A.  I  do  not  know  that  it  cannot 
be  procured.  Nothing  is  done  in  it 
that  I  know  of. 

Q.  What  suspended  the  negocia- 
tion. 

A.  I  do  not  know  exactly,  but  I 
fancy  the  party  was  not  in  town,  or 
something  of  that  kind. 

Q.  What  party? 

A.  An  acquaintance  of  Mr.  Do- 
novan's. 

Q.  The  party  who  wanted  to  pro- 
cure it?     A.  Yes. 

Q.  Is  the  business  in  suspence  now? 
Is  it  in  a  train  of  proceeding  now  ? 

A.   I  do  not  know. 

Q.  How  long  is  it  since  you  have 
lost  sight  of  this  transaction. 

A.  I  believe  perhaps  a  week". 

Q.  Then  a  week  ago  you  knevf 
something  of  this  transaction,  did 
you  ?     A.  Yes. 

Q.  What  did  you  know  of  it  then? 
Was  it  in  a  train  of  proceeding  then? 

A.   Yes.' 

Q.  Had  the  party  come  to  town 
then  ?  A.  No,  1  believe  not. 

Q.  It  was  in  the  regular  process, 
was  it  ? 

A.  Yes,  I  understood  it  might  be 
effecteiJ. 

Q.  From  whom  did  you  under- 
stand that  ? 

A.  From  Mr.  Tyndale. 

Q.  Do  you  expect,  now,  it  will  be 
effected  ? 

A.  Upon  my  word,  Idonotknov/. 

Q.  What  was  to  be  paid,  if  this 
transaction  was  brought  to  a  success- 
ful conclusion  ?  _ 

A.  I  do  not  know  that  any  parti- 
cular sum  was  mentioned  upon  thai, 

unless  it  was  150/. 

Q.  One 
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Q.  Qne  hundred  and  fifty  pound?, 
to  be  paid  to  whom  ? 

A.  That   I  do    not  know.      Mr. 
Tyndale,   I  suppose,   would  receive 
il,  effi^cting  the  thing. 
Q.  Mr.  Tyndale  would  have  150/.  ? 
A.  Yes. 

Q.   What  should  you  have  ? 
A.  I  should  not  have   any   thin^. 
Mr.  Donovan,  I  suppose,  would  have 
paid  the  money  to  me,  and  I  should 
have  paid  it  over  to  Mr.  Tyndale. 
Q.  Are  you  a  lawyer  ? 
A.  Yes. 

Q.  Were  you  aware  that  this  was 
an  illegal  transaction  ?     A.   No. 
Q.  Are  you  avvare  of  that  now  .? 
A.  No. 

Q.  Was  this  the  only  occasion  on 
which  Mr,  Donovan  employed  you 
lo  negociate  a  writer ship^  or  a  cadet- 
ship  to  India?     A.  Yes. 

Q.  Are  you  positive  (if  that } 
A.  Y'es,  I   do   not  recollect    any 
other. 

Q.  Are  you  positive  there  was  no 
other?     A.  Yes. 

Q,  Quiie  positive  ?     A.  Yes. 
Q.  How  long  have  you  been  ac- 
quainted with  Mr.  Donovan  ? 

'A.  I  do  not  exactly  recollect,  per- 
haps a  year. 

Q.  Try  to  recollect,  as  nearly  as 
you  can  ? 

A.  I  think  it  is  about  a  year,  not 
quite. 

Q.  Do  you  manage  Mr.  Donovan's 
affairs?     A.  No. 

Q..  Are  you  an  agent  of  Mr.  Do- 
novan's in  other  matters  besides  this  ? 
A.  No.    . 

Q.  How  long  have  you   heen  an 
agent  of  his  in  these  transactions  ? 
.    A.  I  am  not  an  agent  of  his. 

Q.   How   long   has  Mr.  Donovan 
consulted  you,  or  courted    your  as- 
,  sistance  in  transactions  of  this  sort  ? 
A.  1  do  not  know  exactly  ;  I  have 
called  upon  Mr.  Donovan  occasion- 
ally upon  other  raatters. 

Q..  How  often   has  Mr.  Donovan 
lalked   lo  you   upon  mailers  of  this 
kind? 
'A.  I  cannot  tell. 
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Q.  In  how  many  instances  has  Mr. 
Donovan  employed  you  in  transac- 
tions of  this  sort  ? 

A.  Only  on  that  one. 
Q.  Are  you    quite   positive  he  has 
employed  you  upon  no  other? 
A.  1  do  not  recollect  any  other. 
Q.    Upon  what  other   transactionj^ 
did  you  go  to  see  Mr.  Donovan  ?         - 
ArMr.  Donovan   is  intimate  with 
Lord  Moira,  and  I  have  called  upon 
him   to  know  whether  Lord  Moira's 
sister  was  arrived  in  England,  because 
I  expected  a  relation  of  mine  would 
come  over  about  the  same  time,   or 
that  I  should   have  intelligence  about 
her. 

Q.  Come  from  where? 
A.  From  A'ienna. 

Q.  Do  you  know   a  person  of  the 
name  of  Gibson  ? 

A.  No ;  vvluit  Gibson. 
Q.   Do  you  know  of  a  Mr.  Gibson 
of  Coventry-street  ?     A.  No. 

Q.    Do  vou    know   a    Mr.  Gibson 
who    was   lately    negociating  tor   the 
place  of  tide-waiter  ?     A,  No. 
Q.  Y'^ou  never  heard  of  him  ? 
A.  No. 

Q,  xMr.  Donovan  never  named  him 
to  you  ?     A.  No. 

Q.    Did    Mr.    Donovan    introduce 
you  to  Mrs.  Clarke  at  any  time  ? 
A.  No. 

Q.  Did  you  never  see  Mrs.  Clarke 
from  the. Ivear  1800"  till  the  time  she 
called  upon  you  to  go  with  her  to  Col- 
chester in  April  1808  ? 

A.  I  do  not  recollect  that  I  did. 
Q.   Had  you  ever   any  intercourse 
with    her  by    letter,  during   that  pe- 
riod ?  / 

A.  Yes,  I  think  I  had  letters  from 
her  before  the  Court  Martial,  about 
]^er  brother,  Mr.  Thompson. 

Q.  Was  this  upon  the  atlair  of  the 
Court  Martial  } 

A.  1  believe  that  related  to  it. 
Q.  Try  to  be  certain  what  it  was  she 
wrote  to  you  about? 

A.  I  really  cannot  recollect  the  con- 
tents of  the  letter,  but  I  think  it  re- 
spected some  bills  of  exchange  which 
came   before  the  Court  Martial,  and 

there 
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t?iere  was  some  difficuHy  about  them  ; 
she  was  afraid  he  would  li.e  arrested, 
I  think;  but  I  do  not  recollect  the 
purport  of  the  letter. 

Q.  Had  you  rio  correspondence 
vith  her  about  matters  o  this  sort. 

A.  No,  I  do  not  recollect  any  com- 
inonication  of  the  sort. 

Q,  Was  it  in  consequence  of  that 
communication  that  she  called  upon 
you  in  the  chaise  as  she  went  down  ? 

A.  I  recollect  that  she  wrote  to  me 
a  few  days  before,  that  she  thought 
she  would  have  occasion  to  desire 
me  to  attend  at  Colchester  upon  that 
business, 

Q.  How  many  letters  had  you  from 
Mrs.  Chirke  during  the  period  be- 
tween 1806  and  180S? 

A,  I  am  sure  I  do  not  know. 
Q.    All  about  this  business  of  the 
Court  Martial?         A.  No.    .. 

Q.  What  were  the  other  letters 
about  ?  / 

A.  1  do  not  recollect;  nothing  of 
any  consequence,  1  believe.  I  do  not 
think  I  heard  fron»  her  for  several 
months  ;  those  letters  that  I  allude  to, 
I  think,  came  from  Hampstead;  but 
the  contents  are  so  immaterial  to  me, 
that  I  do  not  call  them  to  recollection. 
Q.  Thev  were  not  letters  of  business? 
A.  No,'  I  think  not ;  I  do  not  re- 
collect the  contents  ol  them. 

Q.   When    did    you   last  see   Mr. 
Donovan  ? 

A.  1  think  1  saw  him  last  Friday  or 
Saturday  ;  I  rather  think  Friday. 

Q.  Had  you  any  conversation  with 
him  at  that  time  about  the  cadetship? 
A.  No  ;  I  do  not  th.nk  1  had. 
Q.  Are  you  positive  you  had  not  ? 
A.  I  do  not  recollect  that  I  had. 
Q.  Had  you,  or  had  you  nst,  any 
conversatiou   at  that  time   with   Mr. 
Donovan  upon  that  subject  ? 
A.  I  do  not  recollect  that  I  had. 
Q.  Youar^^  r.ot  po-^itive  ? 
A.  I  think  I  am  positive. 
Q.   You  have  stated  that  it  is  cus- 
tomary in  transactions  of  such  a  na- 
ture as  those  you  have  been  speaking 
of,  to   deposit   the    money    with    the 
banker  of  one   of  the    parties  ;  what 
do  \ou  me^n  by  customary  * 


A.  I  did  not  speak  of  my  own  know- 
ledge but  I  believe  it  is  usual  ;  I  be- 
lieve it  is  natural  to  deposit  it  with  the 
banker  of  one  of  the  parties. 

Q.  Then  you  do  not  know  that  is 
the  custom  ? 

A.  No  ;  but  I  rather  take  it  for 
granted  tiiat  it  is  customary  to  deposit 
the  money  with  the  banker  of  one  of 
the  parties. 

Q.  Refresh  your  memory,  and  in- 
form the  Committee  whether  vou  can 
now  recollect  any  negociation  of  this 
sort  besides  the  one  of  Mr.  Ludowick*s, 
the  one  of  Mr.  Williams',  the  one  of 
Mr.  Thompson's,  the  one  of  Mr.  Law- 
son's,  the  one  respecting  the  clerkship 
in  the  War  Office,  and  the  one  respect- 
ing the  cadetship  ? 

A.  No  ;   I  do  not  recollect  any. 

Q.  What  reason  did  Mrs.  Clarke 
give  you  for  wishing  you  to  speak  to 
her  in  two  months  respecting  Mr. 
Russell  Manners's  affairs? 

A  She  did  not  give  any  reason 
for  it. 

{By  Sir  J;  Hall.) 

Q.  You  have  said  that  you  are  a  so- 
licitor by  profession  ;  you  are  paid 
for  your  trouble  in  transactions  of  busi- 
ness are  you  not  ? 

A.  Yes,  in  professional  business. 

Q.  How  could  you  afford  to  trans* 
act  so  many  intricate  businesses  quite 
gratuitously  ? 

A.  I  have  done  a  great  deal  of  bu-' 
siness  gratuitously  in  my  profession. 

Q.  You  have  said,  that  in  negoci- 
ating  this  business  with  Mr.  Tyndale 
you  had  but  little  hopes  of  success 
given  to  you;  did  you  repr.esent  the 
matters  to  the  gentlemen  who  applied 
to  you  in  the  sanie  light,  or  did  you 
magnify  their  chance  of  success  ? 

A.  I  had  no  communication  with 
those  gentlemen,  but  only  with  Mrs. 
Clarke;  I  conmiunicated  to  her. 

(^By  Mr.  Ward.; 
Q.  Can  you  recollect  any  single  cir- 
cumstance, or  any  single  expression 
of  Mrs.  Clarke's,  that  could  serve  as  a 
foundation  for  your  suspicion  that  she 
had  any  i.nfluence  with  the  Duke  of 

York 
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York  as  to  granting  places  since 
1806? 

A.  I  only  collected  from  her  conver- 
sation that  she  still  had  an  interest 
"wiih  the  Di\k&  of  York,  but  she  said 
nothing  about  a  power  to  grant  places, 
or  any  tiling  of  that  sort. 

Q.  Do  yoii  know  of  her  offering  to 
procure,  of  of  her  pretending  to  en- 
deavour to  procure  any  place  by  her 
own  influence  with  the  Duke,  during 
that  period,  from  the  latter  end  of 
1806  ? 

A.  I  do  not,  from  the  latter  end  of 
180G,  recollect  her  saying  anything 
to  that  purport. 

CBy  Colonel  Wood.) 

Q.  Would  you  have  been  anxious  to 
oblige 


given  you  reason  to  suppose  that  she 
still  possessed  influence  with  the  Com- 
mander in  Chief?  , 
A.  No. 

{By  Mr.  Sutton,) 

Q.  At  what  period  did  Mrs.  Clarke 
represent  to  you  that  the  Duke  of 
York  was  about  to  reinstate  her  upon 
a  reduced  establishment? 

A.  I  think  that  was  about  the  time 
of  going  down  to  the  Court  Martial. 

{The  witness  then  zdthdrezvy  and  Mrs. 
Clarke  being  called  in^  ivas  examined 
by  LordFolkstone.) 

Q.  Have  you  any  papers  of  Mr. 

Maltby^s  in  your  iiand? 
A.  Yes,  1  Jiave. 


Mrs.    Clarke,   if  she  had   not 


The  witness  delivered  in  some  papers,  when  a  question  arising  as 
to  their  originality,  she  was  desired  to  withdraw.  It  was  determined 
that  the  hand-writing  should  be  proved,  before  they  were  read  as 
evidence,  on  which  Mrs.  Clarke  was  again  called  in. 


Q.  State  from  whom  you  received 
those  different  papers  ? 

A.  1  received  those  from  Mr.  Malt- 
by,  and  those  two  from  Mr.  Barber; 
there  is  Mr.  Barber's  name  to  one  of 
them  ? 

Q.  Do  those  you  received  from  Mr. 
Maltby  purport  to  be  Mr.  Maltby's 
hand-writing  ? 

A.  Yes ;  his  name  is  to  two  or  three 
of  them. 

Q.  Do  they  all  purport  to  be  his 
hand-writing  ? 

A.  Yes,  they  are  all  his  hand-writ- 
ing, 

Q.  Did  you  ever  see  Mr.  Maltby 
write  ? 

A.  Yes,  many  times. 

Q.  Do  you  know  that  they  are  his 
hand-writing  ?     A.  Yes. 

Q.  You  are  positive  of  that  fact  ? 

Mr.  Croi^er  objected  to  the  letters  of  Colonel  M^Mahon  being 
received,  as  he  was  convinced,  from  what  had  passed  on  a  former 
evening,  that  they  could  not  be  relevant  to  the  subject. 

Colonel  M'Mahon  said,  that  Mrs.  Clarke  had  stated,  in  her 

last  examination,  that  she  would  exhibit  his  letters  to  throw  a  proper 

colour   upon  her  evidence.     He  came  down  to  the  House  with  a 

c,  ^  vjev 


A.  Yes. 

Q.  Have  you  ever  seen  Mr.  Barber 
write  ? 

A.  Yes ;  this  is  only  a  sort  of  copy 
of  how  the  money  was  to  be  lodged. 

Q.  Is  that  in  Mr.  Barber's  hand- 
writing ? 

A.  Yes,  they  are  by  the  same  hand, 
and  his  name  is  to  ojie. 

Q.  Have  you  any  other  letters 
which  you  wish  to  deliver  in? 

A.  Yes,  I  have. 

O.  From  whom  are  they  ? 

A.  Three  of  them  are  from  Colonel 
M'Mahon  to  me;  1  have  lost  the 
others,  I  fancy. 

Q.  Have  you  any  other  letters 
which  you  wish  to  deliver  in. 

[The  witness  was  directed  to  with- 
draw.] 
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view  of  insisting  upon  those  leUers  being  prodLiced.  From  not  hav- 
ing l^ept  copies,  and  from  the  length  of  time  since  he  wrote  them, 
he  could  not  pretend  to  say  what  they  contained,  but  bethought  he 
could  safely  undertake  to  say  that  they  did  not  bear  upon  the  pre- 
sent question. 

Mr.  Croker  said,  he  was  sure  the  House  would  not  sulTerihe 
time  of  the  country  to  be  wasted,  by (Here  the  Hon.  Gentle- 
man was  interrupted  by  a  cry  of  "  go  on!  go  on  T  accompanied 
with  laughing.) 

[Mrs.  Clarke  was  again  called  in.] 

Q.  Have  you  any  other  letters  which  it  he  made  him  a  brigadier  genera), 

Tou  wish  to  produce?  entirely     through     my    means.      [4 

A.  To  shew  I  did   not  tell   a  story  laugh  !'\     He  afterwards  asked  me  to 

about  Dr.  O'Meara,  I  hnve  a  letter  of  get  him  a  regiment;  and,  fearing  they 

fecommetuiation  from  the  Archbishop  miuht  be  all  given   away  before   his 

of  Tuam,  not  to  me,  but  to  the  Doctor  Roy^'l  Highness  came  to  town,  1  wrote 

himself.  to  him  when  he  was  reviewing  along 

Q.  Any  thing  more?  the   coast;  here   is  the  letter   which 

A.  General  Clavering,  I  fancy,  in-  his  Royal  Highness  wrote  to  me,  in 

formed  the  hon.  gentlemen  here,  that  which  he  mentions  General    Claver- 

he  never  had   any  thing  to  say  to  me  ing's   name.     There  is   another   from 

upon  military  affairs;  General  Claver-  the  Duke,  in  which  he  acknowledges 

ing  being  a  distressed  man,  he   was  about   Dr.    0'Meara,   that  he    would 

then  a  colonel,  I  spoke  to  the  Duke  serve  him  as  soon  as  he  could;  it  does 

respecting  him  ;  and  had  a  great  deal  not   speak  of  the   arehbishoprick,    it 

of  difhculty,  more  so  than  as  to  any  merely  acknowledges   that  he  knows 

other  man  that  I  ever  applied  for  in  such  a   man  ;  and  the  other  is   from 

setting  any  sort  of  emplovment   for  Colonel  Shaw,  'when   in   the  Downs, 

iim.       '  just  before  he  sailed   for  the  Cape  of 

Q.  Have  yoii  any  papers  relating  to  Go(xl  Hope,  complaining  of  being  put 

that  matter?  upon  half  pay. 

A.   At  last   I  prevailed  upon    the  [The  witness  was  directed  to  with- 

Duke  to  give  hin^  a  district,  and  with  draw.] 

A  conversasion  ensued  upon  the  propnety  of  reading  these  let- 
ters, in  which  Mr.  Perceval  ars^ued,  that  those  letters  which  had 
been  proved  original,  might  be  read,  but  not  those  of  the  Duke  of 
York.  I'pon  which  it  was  urged,,  that  his  hand- writing  might  also 
be  proved.  ^ 

[The  witness  was  again  called  in.] 

A.  Yes,  I  have.     This,  addressed 

{By  Mr.  Wardle.;  to  George  Farquhar,  Esq.  is  his  usual 

Q.  Do  you  know  that  to  be  the     hand-writing;  Whenever  he  addresses 

vruing  of  His  Royal   Highness  the     Mrs.  Clarke,  the  outside  is  always 

Duke  ol  York  ?  in  a  fictitious  hand.  This  is  address- 

A.   Yes,    I   do;    but  if  not,  Mr.     ed  Mrs.  Clarke,  to  be  left  at  the  Post 

Adam  can  speak  to  it.  Ollice  at  Worthing  :    the  inside  of 

Q.    Is   that  [another   letter]   the     both  letters  is  his  usual  hand, 
hand-writing   of   His   Royal    High-         Q..  How   did   you  come  by   the 
iiess  ?     A.  Yes.  letter  of  the  Archbishop  of  Tuam  ? 

Q.  Have  you  seen  the  Duke  of  A  It  was  left  amongst  Dr. 
Yo-rkwnie?  O'Meaia's  papers,  airiong  his  docu- 

mcpts 
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ments,  by  accident,  and  I  did  not 
destroy  it,  because  1  thought  it  might 
be  of  some  future  service  to  him  ; 
when  I  gave  him  his  papers,  this  wus 
left  by  accident. 

^  Q.  Do  you  recollect  through  what 
medium  you  received  Colonel  Shaw's 
l#»tter,  whether  by  post,  or  a  private 
hand? 

A.  I  fancy  it  went  to  Coutl*s  the 
bankers :  I  think  iie  directed  me 
to  write  to  him  always  there  un- 
der cover,  and  the  clerks  would 
take  care  of  them  ;  but  I  am  not 
quite  certain,  I  think  it  was  brought 
to  me  by  a  private  hand. 

Q.  Do  you  know  Colonel  Shaw's 
hand  so  well,  as  to  be  able  to  speak 
to  that  being  his  hand-writing  ? 

A.  Yes,  1  do. 

Q.  You  say  that  is  Colonel  Shaw's 
writing  ? 

A.  Yes,  it  is. 

Q.  Did  you  ever  see  Dr.  O'Meara  ? 

A.  Yes,  very  often  indeed. 

Q  Who  is  Dr.  O'xMeara? 

A.  tie  is  an  Irish  gentleman,  a 
clergyman,  I  do  not  know  belter 
how  to  describe  him;  he  is  very 
well  known  in  Ireland. 

Q.  Where  was  this  letter,  purport- 
ing to  be  a  letter  from  the  Archbi- 
shop of  Tuam  to  him,  found  ? 

A.  Among  my  own  papers ;  Dr. 
O'Meara  has  written  me  several  let- 
ters for  it,  but  I  could  not  find  it  'till 
a.bout  half  a  year  ago. 


Q.  Did  Dr.  O'iMeara  send  you 
that  letter  ? 

A.  Yes,  he  did,  be  gave  it  to  me 
with  other  documents. 

Q.  How  long  since? 

A.  It  must  have  been  very  soon 
after  it  was  writttpn,  I  believe. 

Q.  What  time  was  that  ? 

A.  I  really  do  not  like  to  date  the 
the  letter. 

Q.  How  many  years  ago  ? 

A.  It  was  while  1  lived  in  Glouces- 
ter-place ? 

Q  How  long  ago  is  it  since  you 
lived  in  Gloucester-place  ? 

A.  Since  the  year  1S06". 

Q,  Did  Dr.  O'Meara,  upon  send- 
ing that  letter  to  you,  direct  any  use 
to  be  made  ofit  ? 

A.  Yes,  to  shew  it  to  the  Duke  of 
York  with  the  other  papers. 

Q.  Was  it  about  the  time  that  the 
Duke  of  York  went  to  Lord  Ches- 
terfield's christening  that  Dr.  O'- 
JNIeara  gave  it  to  you  ? 

A.  No,  I  believe  it  was  some  time 
previous  to  that. 

Q.  How  long  previous  ^ 

A.  I  cannot  say. 

Q.  It  was  previous  to  that? 

A.  He  gave  me  documents,  but  I 
am  not  sure  that  was  among  them  ; 
but  I  am  certain  that  I  received  it 
from  his    own  hands. 

[The  witness  was  directed  to  with- 
draw.] 


[The  following  Papers  \wer^  then  read  :] 
(Mr.  Maltby's  Letters  and  Papers.) 

"  Dear  Madam,  "  Friday  Morning.' 

*' The  regimeut  for  Mr.  Williams  is  going  to  India;  this  is 
lucky;  therefore,  let  him  immediately  provide  the  needful,  and  I 
will  arrange  in  what  way  it  is  to  be  deposited.  Have  you  written 
to  him,  as  no  time  to  he  lost. 

^'*  As  to  the  Sd  battalion,  is  the  gentleman  here  and  prepared  ? 

^^  Your's  truly,  R.3I/' 


'^  Prav  i^ive  me  a  line  in  answer." 


« 


D 


ear 
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<*  Dear  Madam,  ^  r  nr    \ir 

*^  If  you  can  by  any  meaiis  forward  the  adjustment  of  Mr.  Man- 
ners' account,  as  to  his  claims  respecting  the  26th  reg'  whibt  in 
Egypt,   of  which  the  late  Gen' Manners  was  the  Colonel, 

"  Vou  will  much  oblige, 

D' Madam, 

Your's  truly, 
<f  July  28t^.  ^-  MALTiiV/* 

"  I  don't  know  your  true  address— I  called  in  Holies-street  a  few 
^ays  ago,  and  found  you  were  gone." 


(( 


"  My  dear  Madam,  "  Saturday  Eve. 

•'  I  thank  you  very  much  for  your  kind  attention— you  would  be 
quite  a  treasure  in  every  way  to  any  Secretary  of  State. 

*'  I  am  as  anxious  as  you  can  be,  that  there  may  be  no  disap- 
pointmtin  the  Comss" ;  and  I  am  goading  the  parties  every  day. 

"  You  say  nothing  of  the  P ship  2d  battallion  ;  is  the  party 

ready  ? 

"  When  do  you  leave  B place  ? 

I  am,  D'  Madam, 

Your's  truly, 

R.  M." 


*'  Dear  Madam, 
«  If  I  have  not  the  letter  of  recommendation  immediately,  and 
the  money  ready,  I  fear  it  will  be  lost.     I  understand  the  regiment  is 
very  respectable,  but  I  do  not  know  the  county  yet. 
"  Remember  the  Paymastership. 

Your's  truly. 

"  Friday  Afternoon,**  K.  M. 
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<'  Dear  Madam,  "  May  20th. 

"  Mr.  M.  is  not,  I  believe,  in  this  country,  but  far  distant;  so  it 
will  not  answer  to  send  your  letter.  Shall  1  enquire  for  the  object 
you  mention  ?     What  rank,  and  what  shall  I  propose  for  it  ? 

"  Do  you  know  any  one  who  wishes,  on  certain  terms,  a  Paymas- 
tership in  the  E.  Indies  ? 

''  I  will  enquire  about  the  other  matters. 

Yours  truly. 

R.M.'* 

^  Dear  Madam,  ,  . 

« I  shall  ascertain  to-morrow  every  thing  respecting  the  P.  ship. 

Will  any  person  yoo  know  like  a  place  in  the  Bank^  about  100/.  per 


An. 
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An«.    1  believe  another  P.  ship  of  a  first,  and  one  of  a  2d  battaln. 
maj  be  had,  and  Militia  Adjutancies. 

„.   ,        .  Dr Madam, 

'^  Wedn^  aft".  Y"  truly 

"  Dear  Madam,  '  ^c  Thursday,  5  aft". 

"  I  have  been  m  search  of  Mr.  Barber,  both  in  Bream's  buildino-s 
and  the  City,  without  success :  I  shall  see  him  to-morrow  at  eleven, 
and  I  am  satisfied  I  shall  arrange  with  him,  ([  hope  as  he   wishes.) 

''  In  the  fnecui  time,  as  it  is  certain,  Mr.  Williams  may  have 
wbat  he  wishes,  I  beg  you  will  be  so  good  as  to  send  to  Mr.  Browne 
instantly  to  call  on  me,  as  it  cannot  be  kept  longer  than  a  day  open; 
and  1  think  I  can  satisfy  Mr.  B.  that  there  will  be  no  disappointment. 
Pray  send  to  him  directly 

Yottr's  very  truly, 

R.M." 


"  The  receipts  to  be  taken  in  the  short  form,  as  it  is  likely  Coutts 
&  Co.  will  not  like  to  sign  such  a  special  receipt  as  that  written  by 
M.  B." 

'^  L.6.S0.  to  be  deposited  at  Mess". 

Coutts  &,  Co.  in  the  names  of 
-  L.  &  B. 

&  L,\o7.  10.  at  Mess".  Birch  &  C. 
in  the  names  of 

Blake  and^W® 

Barber — 
Be  to  take  a  similar  receipt." 
'^  It  is  ahsohtely  necessary  so  make  the  deposit  to-morrrow,  Friday 
(if  not  already  dotie)  as  the  appointment  will  otherwise  probably/ai/."" 

Addressed  : 
"  Mrs.  Clarke, 

Tavistock-place, 
14.  Russel-square.' 


j> 


[The  three  following  papers  were  written  in  pencil.^ 

,,^       .      ,  "FORiMS  OF  RECEIPT." 

Received  Sept.  J  808  of  Mr.  Blake,  and  the  sum 

ot  three  hundred  and  sixty-seven  pounds  ten  shillinfrg  to  be  repaid 
by  us  to  tne  bearer  of  this  receipt,  upon  producing  the  same  in- 
dorsed by  the  said  M.  Blake,  and      . 

"(Signed)  Birch  &  Co." 

ifin7  ^"^  ^T^}^  ^^^^^  ^"^  ^"^^'^^  ^  certain  receipt,  dated         Sept. 

1808,  for  L.307.  10.  received  of  M.  Blake  and  myself  by  McssVb. 

*    ^^*  2  r^  Birch 
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Birch,   Chambers    8c    Co.    immediately    on   the  appointment  of 

as  a  clerk  on  the  establishment  in  the  War  Office. 
*^  Witness  my  hand,  this  day  of  Sept.  1808. 

^*  N.  B.  A  similar  engagement  to  be  signed  as  to  L.o-Z.  10." 

"  Received  Sept.  1808,  of  and  R.  Maltby,  the 

sum  of  fifty-two  pounds*  ten  sliillings,  to  be  repaid  by  us  to  the 
bearer  of  this  receipt,  upon  producing  the  same  indorsed  by  the 
said  and  R.  Maltby. 

<'  (Signed)  Birch  Sc  Co." 

'^  Dear  Madam, 
''  It  is  impossible  for  me  to  pay  the  cash  in  this  day,  or  even  to- 
morrow, as  it  is  in  the  Bank.  Understandingfrom  you  that  it  would 
not  be  wanted  for  a  fortnight,  I  hope  the  business  will  not  be  stop- 
ped for  the  want  of  this,  for  you  may  rest  asssured,  honour  is  the 
order  of  the  dav  in  this  transaction,  and  L.  will  come  up  directly 
and  supply  the  cash.  I  have  made  a  little  alteration  in  the  blank 
receipt  and  agreement  you  sent  me  ;  but  which  i  dare  say  will  not 

b«  objected  to  by  Lloyd  and  Co. 

Your^s  very  obediently, 

''  Tuesday."  Wm.  Ba^rber." 

''  Received  Sept.  1808,  of  Lloyd,  Esq. 

and  William  Barber,  the  sum  of  L.  to  be  repaid   by  us  to 

the  bearer  of  this   receipt,  upon  producing  the  same  indorsed  by 
the  said  Lloyd  and  Wm.  Barber,  or  by  the  said  Wm. 

Barber  only,  in  case  such  receipt,  with  the  said  joint  indorsement 
thereon,  shall  not  be  produced  to  us  within  two  months  from  the 

date  hereof. 

'^(Signed)  Coutts  &  Co." 

'^  AGREEMENT. 
''  I  William  Barber  do  hereby  agree  to  indorse  a  certain  receipt, 
dated  Sept.  1S08,  for  L.  received  of  John  Lloyd, 

Esq.  and  myself,  by  Messrs.  Coutts  8c  Co.  immediately  on  the  ap- 
pointment of  J.  K.  Ludowick,  Esq.  to  the  place  of  Assistant  Com 
missary,  appearing  in  the  London  Gazette,  provided  such  appoint- 
ment takes  place  within  two  months  of  the  date  hereof.  And  1  the 
said  John  Lloyd,  do  hereby  agree,  that  in  case  the  above-mention- 
ed appointment  shall  not  appear  in  the  London  Gazette,  within  the 
time  above  mentioned,  then  that  I  the  said  J.  Lloyd  will  indorse  over 
such  receipt  to  the  said  Wm.  Barber,  to  enable  him  to  receive  such' 
above-mentioned  sum  from  Messrs.  Coutts  and  Co.  so  deposited  in 

their  hands. 

Lloyd. 

B." 

Sir 
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Sir   J.  Hill  then  ro?e,    and    expressed  his    anxiety  to  hear 
that  part  of  Mr.    Maltby's  evidence  which  related  to  him— f^  cry 
of  order!  order!  no!  no!)     The  hon.  gentleman  said,   he  was  par- 
ticularly anxious  to  inform  the  HoLu-<e  how  he   became  acquainted 
with  Mr.  Maltby.     The  Fishmonger's  Company  possessed  several 
estates,  and  he  vva«  one  of  their  tenants;  Mr.    Maltby   transacted 
their  business,  and  used  in  consequence  frequently    to    see  him. 
When  he  came  to  town,  he  often  partook  oi   that  Company*s  hos- 
pitalit}^,  and  on  those  occasions  saw  Mr.  Maltby.     On  the  preced 
jn;^  Saturday,  when  coming  down  Lui^ate-hill,  he  met  Mr.  Maltby, 
an"d  jocularly  said  to  him"  that  he  found,  by  Mrs.  Clarke's  testimo- 
ny, that  be  was  lier  Duke  of  Portland.— Mi- .  Maltby  wished  to  con- 
tinue conversation  with  iinn  on  the  subject,  and  called  npon   him 
next  morning,  when  he  asked  how  he  ought  to  proceed  in  the  bu- 
siness, and  whether  it  would  be  prudent   for  him  to  call  upon  Mr. 
Wardle?  The  hon.  baronet  told  him,  he  thought  he  had  better  not ; 
but  advised  him  to  attend  to  the  summons  of  that  hon.  House,  and 
answer  plainly  every  question  that  might  be  put  to  him.     He  also 
recommended  him  to  go  to  other  members  whom  he  knew,  as  be- 
lono-in^  to  the  Fishm_ongers'  Company,  and  ask  their  advice.     The 
hon.  gentleman  was  about  to  name  those  he  alluded  to,  when  there 
was  a  general  cry  of  y^o.'  no!   and  the  clerk  proceeded  to  riad  the 
remaining  letters. 

(COLONEL  NPMAHON'S  LETTEllS.) 

"  Monday  morning, 

'^  CoL  M^Mahon  presents  his  best  compliments  to  Mrs.  Clarke, 
and  had  only  yesterday  the  pleasure  to  receive  her  note  of  Thursday 
last;  for  although  he  has  returned  to  town  for  the  season  as  his 
head-quarters,  he  makes  two  or  three  days  excursions  from  it  as 
often  as  he  can,  and  it  was  during  one  of  those  that  Mrs.  Clarke's 
note  arrived,  otherwise  ii  shoula  not  have  so  long  remained  unan- 
swered. Col.  M.  will  take  the  first  forenoon  he  possibly  can  to 
wait  on  Mrs,  Clarke  in  the  course  of  this  week. 

Addressed  ; 
"  Mrs.  Clarke, 

14,  Bedford-place, 

Bloomsbury." 

*^  (Private.)  ^'  Wednesday  morning. 

*'  I  should  be  most  happy  to  bring  about  your  wishes,  and  render 
you  any  service  with  the  L).  of  Y.  but  1  have  not  been  able  to  see 
him  since  I  had  the  pleasure  of  seeing  you,  and  I  understand  he 
goes  to  Windsor  to-day,  and  stays  till  Friday,  when  1  will  try  all  in 
my  power  to  seek  an  audience  on  your  business,  but  am  obliged  to 
go  out  of  town  myself  until  that  day.  A  thousand  thanks  for  the 
loan  of  your  seal,  from  which  I  have  had  an  impression  taken,  in 
remembiance  of  your  sprightly  device.     (u4.  laugfi!) 

Ever  your's^ 
"  Mrs.  Farquhar,  J.  M," 

14^  Bed  ford- place, 

Russel-square."  2  q  2  N  othing 
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Nothing,  Mrs.  Clarke  may  be  assured,  but  Indisposition,  and 
wanting  in  tlie  pleasure  of  having  any  thing  successful  to  report, 
could  have  so  long  prevented  my  calling  on  or  sending  to  her. 

*^  In  whatever  communication  may  have  been  made  io  Mrs. 
Clarke's  lawyer,  1  am  indignant  that  such  terms  as  ^'  either  deceiv- 
ing or  laughing  at  you,"  should  form  a  part  of  it,  having  reference 
to  me;  for  while  1  lament  my  total  inability  to  serve  Mrs.  Clarke,  I 
am  ready  to  confess  thai  in  the  few  interviews  I  had  the  honour  to 
hold  with  her,  her  conduct  and  conversation  demanded  nothing  but 
my  respect^  and  the  good  wishes  I  bear  her. 

(DUKE  OF  YORK'S  LETTERS.) 

"Jugmt  4,  1805. 

*'  How  can  I  sufficiently  express  to  my  sweetest,  my  darling  love, 
the  delight  which  her  dear,  her  pretty  letter  gave  me,  or  how  much 
I  feel  all  the  kind  things  she  says  to  me  in  it  ?  Millions  and  millions 
of  thanks  for  it,  my  angel!  and  be  assured  that  my  heart  is  fully 
sensible  of  your  affection,  and  that  upon  italone  its  whole  happi- 
ness depends. 

^'  I  am,  however,  quite  hurt  that  my  love  did  not  go  tothe  Lewes 
races  ;  how  kind  of  her  to  think  of  me  upon  the  occasion  ;  but  I 
trust  that  she  knows  me  too  well  not  to  be  convinced  that  I  cannot 
bear  the  idea  of  adding  to  those  sacrifices  which  1  am  but  too  sen- 
sible that  she  has  made  to  me. 

"  News,  my  angel  cannot  expect  from  me  from  hence ;  though 
the  life  led  liere,  at  least  in  the  family  I  am  in,  is  very  hurrying, 
there  is  a  sameness  in  it  which  affords  little  subject  for  a  letter;  ex- 
cept Lord  Chesterfield's  family,  there  is  not  a  person  except  our- 
selves that  1  know.  Last  night  we  were  at  the  play,  which  went  off 
better  than  the  first  night. 

'^  Dr.  O'Meara  called  upon  me  yesterday  morning,  and  delivered 
me  your  letter ;  he  wishes  much  to  preach  before  royalty,  and  if  I 
can  put  him'  in  the  way  of  it  I  will. 

**  What  a  time  it  appears  to  me  already,  my  darling,  since  we 
parted ;  how  impatiently  1  look  forward  to  next  Wednesday 
^e'nnight  I 

*'  God  bless  you,  my  own  dear,  dear  love!  I  shall  miss  the  post 
if  I  add  more;  oh  beheye  me  ever,  to  my  last  hour,  youi's  and 
your's  alone." 

Addressed : 

''  Mrs.  Clarke, 
to  be  left  at  the  Post-ofi^ce, 
Worthing." 

Indorsed  : 
''  Dr.  O'Meara.'' 


"  How 
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''  Saridgate,  August  24,  1804" 

''  How  can  I  sufficiently  express  to  my  darling  love  my  thanks 
for  her  dear,  dear  letter,  or  the  delight  which  the  asurances  of  her 
love  give  me?  Oh,  my  angel!  do  me  justice  and  be  convinced'' 
that  there  never  was  a  woman  adored  as  you  are.  Every  day,  every 
hour  convinces  me  more  and  more,  that  my  \Yhole  happiness  de- 
pends upon  you  alone.  What  a  time  it  appears  to  be  since  we 
parted,  and  with  what  impatience  do  I  look  forward  to  the  day  af- 
ter to-morrow^;  there  are  still  however,  two  whole  nights  before  I 
shall  clasp  my  darling  in  my  arms  ! 

''  How  happy  am  I  to  learn  that  you  are  better;  I  still  however 
will  not  give  up  my  hopes  of  the  cause  of  your  feeling  uncomforta- 
ble. Clavering  is  mistaken,  my  angel,  in  thinking  that  any  new  re- 
giments are  to  be  raised;  it  is  not  intended;  only  second  battalions 
to  the  existing  corps;  you  had  better  therefore,  tell  him  so,  and  that 
you  were  sure  there  would  be  no  use  in  applying  for  him. 

*'  Ten  thousand  thanks,  my  love,  for  the  handkerchiefs,  which 
are  delightful ;  and  I  need  not,  I  trust,  assure  you  of  the  pleasure 
I  feel  in  wearing  them,  and  thinking  of  the  dear  hands  who  made 
them  for  me. 

''  Nothing  could  be  more  satisfactory  than  the  tour  I  have  made, 
and  the  state  in  which  I  have  found  every  thing.  The  whole  of 
the  day  before  yesterday  was  employed  in  visiting  the  works  at  Do- 
ver; le viewing  the  troops  there,  and  examining  the  coast  as  far  as 
this  place.  From  Folkstone  I  had  a  very  good  view  of  those  of 
the  French  Camp. 

"Yesterday  1  first  reviewed  the  Camp  here,  and  afterwards  the 
14th  Light  Dragoons,  who  are  certainly  in  very  fine  order;  and 
from  thence  proceeded  to  Brabourne  Lees,  to  see  four  regiments  of 
militia;  which,  altogether,  took  me  up  near  thirteen  hours.  1  aui 
now  setting  ofFimmediately  to  ride  along  the  coast  to  Hastings,  re- 
viewing the  different  corps  as  1  pas?,  which  will  take  me  at  least  as 
long.  Adieu,  therefore,  my  sweetest  dearest  love,  till  the  day  after 
to-morrow,  and  be  assured  that  to  my  last  hour  I  shall  ever  remaii> 
yours  and  yours  alone. 

Addressed 
■'  George  Farquhar,  Esq. 

N'^  18,  Gloucester-place,  ' 

Po'rtman-square."    • 

FOLKSTONE. 

79. 


-  Indorsed  : 
'G'-Claverin^r,  8cc." 

The  reading  of  the  two-  last  letters  was  interrupted  by  frequent 
>ursts  of  laughter,  and  repeated  calls  to  order  from  the  Chair, 
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(Mr.  Timothy  Dockery  n:as  then  ness  you  transacted  in  that  house? 

called  in,  and  examined  by  Mr.  War-  A.  Thesuperintendance^partlyofif 

DLE.)  Q.  Do  you  recollect  any  particu 

Q.  Do  you  know  any  thing  of  the  lars  respecting  the  bargain  about  thi 

transaction  relative  to  the  purchase  of  plate  to  your  own  knowledge  ? 

a  service  of  plate  sent  to  Gloucester-  A,  Nothing  further  than  what  wa 

place?     A.  Yes.  mentioned  by  Mr.  Birkett.  . 

Q.  Relate  what  you  know  of  that  Q.   Do  you  mean  to  state,  that  nei 

purchase:  in    the    lirst    place,    what  ther  the  Dnke  of  York  nor  Mrs.  Clark 

commenced  it,  and  how  it  proceeded  did   in  your  presence    examine  am 

till  the  bargain  was  made  conclusively?  treat  about  that  plate? 

A.  Not  being  a  partner  in  the  house  A.  Certainly  not. 

at  the  time  the  purchase  was  made,  I  Q.   State  what  you  heard  the  Duk 

know   nothing  at  all  of  the  circum-  of  York   aud   Mrs.  Clarke  say  whe 

stance.  they  were  bargaining  for  that   plate 

Q.    State   in  what   character  you  A.    The    bargain    concerning  tha 

were  in  the  house  at  the  time  the  pur-  plate  was  not  made  in  my  presence, 

chase  was  made  ?  Q.  Then  you  do  mean  to  state,  tha 

A.  As  a  servant.  you  never  did  hear  any  bargain  aboi 

Q.  A\  hat  was  your  employment  in  it?     A.  Certainly, 

the  house.?     A.  A  journeyman.  Q.  State  what  you  heard  Mr.  Bii 

Q.    What  was    the  particular  busi-  kett  say  ? 

[The  If^itness  zvas  ordered  to  ivithdraiv.'] 

The  Attorney-General  objected  to  this  question.  He  con 
sidered  it  dangerous  to  receive  evidence  which  could  not  be  corro 
borated  or  contradicted;  Mr.  Birkett  being  dead. 

Earl  Temple  said,  he  could  conceive  that  they  could  have  be! 

ter  evidence. 

Mr.  Fuller  thought  no  rational  man  could  entertain  such  ai 

idea.     ( Laughing.     A  cry  of  Order!  ) 

Mr.  Leycester  stated  that  if  the  person  were  dead,  the  evi 
dence  offered  at  the  bar,  being  the  best  that  could  be  obiaineel 
might  be  admissible,  but  was  not  evidence  in  Courts  oi  Law. 

Mr.  Wardle  wished  to  ascertain  the  fact. 

Mr.  Wiiitbread  could  not  agree  that  what  was  not  evidence  ii 
Courts  of  Law  could  not  be  evidence  before  the  House  of  Com 
inons.  The  hon.  gentleman  opposite  and  his  friends  had  deviated 
good  deal  from  what,  according  to  the  strict  interpretation,  woul< 
have  been  evidence  in  such  Courts;  he  thought  gentlemen  wer 
bound  to  consider  a  great  deal,  before  they  recommended  the  sur 
render  of  the  inquisitorial  powers  of  the  House,  by  which  the; 
were  enabled  to  arrive  at  facts  and  circumstances,  that  could  nc 
be  got  at  by  any  other  means. 

Mr.  Leycester,  in  explanation  said,  that  he  had  only  state 
this  evidence  would  not  be  admitted  in  a  Court  of  Justice,  lie  di' 
not  take  upon  him  to  say  that  it  should  not  be  admitted  there. 

Mr.  Fuller  said  that  any  evidence  which  deviated  from  th 

.principles' laid  down  by  Couris  of  Justice,  existed  upon  party  prm 

ciple.  (J  laugh.  J     ln*^Courts  of  Law  the  principles  of  justice  wei 

so  clearly  ascertained,  he  would  wish  to  see  the  practice  of  thos 

Courts  adopted  in  all  cases. 

Sir  Thomas  J'urton  did  not  consider  that  conclusive  evidenr 
if  better  could  be  had.  (^' 
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(The  question  was  waved,  and  Mr- 
DocK-ERY  being  again  called  in,  Mr. 
Wardle  proceeded  in  his  examina- 
tion.) 

Q.  You  have  stated,  that  you  were 
acting  man  in  the  house  of  Birkett  ? 

A.  Not  during  the  time  that  the 
purchase  of  plate  was  made  by  Mrs. 

Clarke. 
Q.  What  situation  did  you  hold  iu 

the  house  ? 
A.  That  of  journeyman. 
Q.  Is  it  within  your  own  knowledge 
that  the   plate    was  purchased   from 
Messrs.  Birkett? 
A.  Certainly. 

Q.  Do  you  know  the  price  that  was 
agreed  to  be  given  for  that  plate  ? 

A.  The  books  which  h'ave  already 
been   produced  will  shew  that. 

Q,  Do  vou  of  your  own  know  led  o;e 
know  the  price  that  was  to  be  paid  for 
that  plate  ? 
A.  By  referring  to  the  books. 
Q.  Do  yqu  of  your  own  knowledge 
know  the  price  that  was  to  be  paid  for 
that  plate   without   referring    to   the 
books  ? 
A.  Certainly  not. 

Q.  Then  you  do  not  of  your  own 
knowledge  know  the  sun^  that  was  to 
have  been  paid  for  that  plate  ? 

A.  By  referring  to  the  books  I  shall 
be  able  to  judge. 

Q.  Then  you  do  not  of  your  own 
knowledge  know  the  sum  that  was  to 
have  been  paid  for  that  plate  ? 

A.  I  do  not  immediately  recollect 
the  specific  sum  that  was  paid  for  it, 
but  if  I  may  be  allowed  to  look  at  the 
books  I  will  state  it. 

Q.  Do  you  know  to  whom  that  spe- 
cific service  of  plate  belonged,  before 
it  was  sent  to  Gloucester  place  ? 
A.  Yes: 

Q.  To  whom  did  it  belong? 
A.  The  Duke  do  Bcrri. 
Q.  Do  you  of  your  own  knowledge 
know  that  any  part  of  that  plate  was 
sent  up  to  Gloucester-place,  for  the 
inspection  of  the  Duke  of  York  and 
Mrs.  Clarke? 
A.  Not  to  my  recollectioQ. 
Q.  D^    you    recollect    either    the 


Duke  of  York  or  Mrs.  Clarke  being 
at  Messrs.  Birkett's,  and   examining 
the  plate  in  their  shop  ? 
A.  No. 

Q.  Do  you  recollect  any  thing  with 
regard  to  the  payment  of  that  plate  ? 
A.  Yes. 

Q.  State  what'you  do  recollect  with 
regard  to  the  payment  for  it? 

A.  500/.  was  paid  at  the  time  the 
plate  was  delivered,  and  the  remain- 
der was  settled  by  bills  at  different 
dates. 

Q.  State  by  whom  the  500L  was 
paid  in  the  first  instance  ? 

A.  The  500/.  was  not  paid  to  my- 
self,  but   it   was    paid,   1   believe,  to 
Mr.  Birkett,  as  well  as  I  can  recollect. 
■  Q.   Do  you  know  by  whom  it  was 
paid  ? 

A.  I  do  not. 

Q.  Do  you  know  how  it  was  paid, 
whether  in  cash,  in  Bank-notes,  or 
how  ? 

A.  In  two  notes,  one  of  three,  and 
the  other  of  two  hundred  pounds. 

Q.  Do  you  recollect  by  whom 
those  bills  were  drawn,  by  which  the 
remainder  was  paid  ? 

A.  To  the  best  of  my  recollection, 
they  were  drawn  by  Mr^.  Clarke. 
Q.  Upon  whom  were  they  drawn? 
A.  The  Duke  of  York. 
Q,  Do  you  of  your  own  knowledge 
know  that  those  bills  were  afterwards 
paid  by  the  Duke  of  York  ? 
A.  Certainly  I  do. 
Q.  Did  you  yourself  offer  those  bills 
to  the  Duke  of  York  for  payment  ? 
A.  1  did. 

Q^  Did  you  see  the  Duke  of  York 
at  the  time  you  offered  them  ? 
A.  Yes. 

Q.  Do  you  recollect  what  conver- 
sation  passed   between   the  Duke   of 
Y'ork  and  yourself  at  the  time  you  of- 
fered those  bills  for  payment  ? 
A.  No,  I  do  not. 

Q,  Do  you  recollect  the  Duke  of 
York  ever  speaking  to  you  at  all  re- 
specting the  service  of  plate? 
A.  No,  I  do  not. 

Q.   How  did  the  Duke  of  York  set- 
tle those  bills? 

A.  By  his  own  drafts  upon  Coutts. 
'2  Q.   Do 
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Q.  Do  y)U  mean  to  state,  that  the 

whole  anion nt  due  for  the  service  of 

_^  plate,  over  iv.id  above  the  500/.  which 

\oii  state  to  iiave  been  before  paid  at 

-     the  time,  was  then  paid  by  the  Duke 

of  York  upon  those  bills  ? 

A.  Certainly. 

Q.  Is  there  any  body  residing  at 
Mr.  Birkett's  that  was  in  the  situation 
you  now  hold,  at  he  time  the  bargain 
was  made  for  the  plate  ? 

A.  No. 

Q.  Do  you  know  where  the  person 
is,  who  held  that  situation  which  you 
DOW  hold,  and  who  was  he  ? 

A.  The  person  who  held  that  situa- 
tion is  dead. 

Q.  What  was  his  name  ? 

A.  Thomas  Walker. 

[Mr.  Parker  produced  Mr.  Birkett's 
book;  and  the  account  given  in  on  the 
Oth  instant  was  shewn  to  the  witness.] 

(To  Mr.  Dockery.)  Q.  Refer  to 
that  account,  and  state  whether  it  is 
the  account  to  wliich  you  have  allud- 
ed?    A.  Certainly.' 

Q-  Are  those  the  notes  to  the  best 
of  your  knowledge,  for  which  you  re- 
ceived payment  from  liis  Koyal 
Plighness  the  Duke  of  York  ? 

A.  The  notes  that  are  entered  here 
were  the  notes  received  of  his  I^oyal 
Highness  the  Duke  of  York. 

Q.  On  account  of  tliat  plate? 

A.  Yes. 

Q.  State  the  amount  of  the  whole 

A.  1,821/.  1 1*.  Ad.  that  includes  the 
500/, 

[The  witness  was  directed  to  with- 
draw.] 

(Mrs. Alice  Hovexden  z-j as  called 
in  and  examined  by  Mr.  Wardlf.) 

Q.  Do  you  know  Mrs.  Clarke? 

A.   Yes. 

Q.  Do  you  know  Colonel  Shaw? 

A-  I  never  saw  hiui  but  once. 

Q,  State  what  passed  at  that  inter- 
view ? 

A.  I  had  been  some  time  negocia- 
tirfig  with  Mrs.  Clarke  for  an  exchange 
for  Major  Shaw,  and  he  begged  to 
know  the  principal ;  I  said  it  was  Mrs. 
Clarke,  and  I  particularly  requested 
that  he  would  »ot  mention  to  Mrs. 


Clarke  that  Mr,  Donovan  knew  anv 
thing  of  the  matter. 

Q.  Relate  what  passed  at  that  only 
interview  you  had  with  Colonel  Shaw  I 

A.  That;  was  all  that  passed,  ex- 
cept giving  him  a  card  or  a  note,  I 
forget  which,  to  Mrs.  Clarke,  merely 
saying  that  it  was  Major  Shaw. 

Q.  Wliat  was  your  reason  for  wish- 
ing Mr.  Donovan's  name  to  be  kept 
a  secret  ? 

A.  Mrs.  Clarke  said  she  was  afraid 
that  Mr.  Donovan  would  mention  to 
the  Duke  of  York  any  thing  of  the 
business,  which  would  be  her  ruin. 

Q.  When  was  it  that  Mrs.  Clarke 
expressed  that  fear  to  you  respecting 
your  telling  Major  Shaw  of  Mr.  Dono- 
van ? 

A.  The  first  day  I  ever  saw  her. 

Q.  This  was  before  you  mentioned 
Colonel  Shaw  to  Mrs.  Clarke  ? 

A.  Yes. 

Q.  Did  you  ever  mention  Colonel 
Shaw  to  Mrs.  Clarke  till  after  the  in- 
terview you  had  with  Colonel  Shaw? 

A.  I  saw  Colonel  Shaw  but  once, 
and  I  never  saw  Mrs.  Clarke  but  twice 
since, 

Q,  Did  you  ever  mention  Colonel 
Shaw  to  Mrs  Clarke  till  after  the  in- 
terview you  had  with  Colonel  Shaw  ? 

A.  I  had  mentioned  Colonel  Shaw 
to  Mrs.  Clarke  a  long  time  before  I 
saw  Colonel  Shaw,  nearly  three 
jnonths. 

Q.  In  what  way  had  you  mention- 
ed Colonel  Shaw  to  Mrs.  Clarke  ? 

A.  As  a  gentleman  who  wanted  a 
Lieutenant  Colonelcy  from  his  Majo- 
rity; he  was  a  Major,  and  he  wanle4 
to  get  a  Lieutenant  Colonelcy. 

Q.  How  did  you  know  that  Colonel 
Shav.'  wanted  to  get  a  Lieutenant  Co- 
lonelcy ? 

A.  After  I  had  seen  Mrs.  Clarke,  I 
mentioned  to  Mr,  Donovan,  a  gentle- 
man I  had  known  for  many  years, 
that  I  had  got  some  very  great  inter- 
est, and  that  if  he  knew  any  person 
that  wanted  any  thing  in  the  army 
line,  T  liiought  I  could  get  it;  I  refused 
to  tell  him  where  it  was,  or  from 
whom. 

Q.  W^as  It  Mr.  Donovan  jyho  men- 
tioned 
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tloned  Colonel  Shaw  to  vdu  ?  A.  Yes. 
Q.  What  did  Mr.  Donovan  state  to 
you  of  Colonel  Shaw,  when  he  men- 
tioned him  to  you  ?  * 

A.  He  said  he  had  very  great  re- 
commendations, and  had,  I  think  it 
was.  General  Burrard's  interest. 

Q.  What  further  did  Mr.  Donovan 
say  of  Colonel  Shaw  to  you  ? 

A.  He  said  he  would  give  700/.  I 
think  it  was  700/.  for  a  Lieutenant 
Colonelcy. 

Q.  Did  Mr.  Donovan  tell  you  any 
thing  further  respecting  Colonel  Shaw  ? 

A.  Not  at  that  time. 

Q.  Where  did  this  conversation  pass 
you  have  now  alluded  to  ? 

A.  I  think  it  was  in  Charles-street. 

Q.  In  consequence  of  this,  did  you 
apply  to  Mrs.  Clarke  to  get  Major 
Shaw  a  Lieutenant  Colonelcy  ?       ^ 

A.  Yes. 

Q.  Were  you  to  have  had  any  part 
of  that  sum  of  money  which  you  have 
mentioned,  provided  the  Lieutenant- 
Colonelcy  was  obtained  ? 

A.  No. 

Q.  What  was  done  in  consequence 
of  your  application  to  Mrs.  Clarke? 

A.  Nothing  at  all. 

Q.  Did  the  business  break  off^  or 
C:^^  it  die  away  ? 

A.  On  the  night  of  the  day  on 
which  I  sent  the  note  to  Mrs.  Clarke, 
I  received  a  note  from  her,  inclosing 
nie  Major  Shaw's  security  for  the  sum, 
saying  she  was  sorry  she  could  do  no- 
thing for  Major  Shaw:  previous  to 
this,  Mrs.  Clarke  sent  for  me  to  de- 
scribe the  person  of  Major  Shaw,  his 
connections,  and  his  interest,  with- 
out which,  she  said  she  could  not 
mention  the  affair  to  His  Royal  High- 
ness :  I  could  not  then  describe  his 
person  ;  I  said  his  interest  was  Gene- 
ral Burrard's,  and  he  had  lately  met 
with  some  very  geat  family  misfor- 
tuiie;  I  believe  his  brother  drowned, 
or  something  of  that  kind.  Mrs. 
Clarke  answered,  that  will  do,  I  shall 
tell  His  Royal  Highness  that  I  do  it 
in  compliance  with  the  request  of-  a 
very  old  friend,  and  in  compassion  for 
his  present  calamity;  let  him  get 
two  months  leave  of  absence  through 
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some  General  Officer,  during  which 
period  I  shall  try  and  work  upon  the 
feelings  of  His  Royal  Highness,  to  ac- 
complish my  purpose,  Without  his 
suspecting  the  cause. 

Q.  It  was  after  this  you  sought  an 
interview  with  Colonel  Shaw  ?  A-  Ye?. 

Q.  For  what  purpose  did  you  seek 
that  interview  ? 

A.  It  was  Colonel  Shaw  sought  it. 

Q.  Did  you  tlien  relate  to  Colonel 
Shaw  what  had  passed  between  you 
and  Mrs.  Clarke  ? 

A.  I  do  not  think  I  did. 

Q.  Was  the  matter  broken  off  by 
any  particular  circumstance,  or  did  it 
die  away  ? 

A.  I  know  no  circumstance,  except 
a  note  which  Mrs.  Clarke  sent  me. 

Q.  Do  you  recollect  your  ever 
speaking  of  Colonel  Shaw  as  having 
broken  his  word  with  you  ? 

A.  He  certainly  broke  his  word 
with  regard  to  telling  Mrs.  Clarke 
Mr.  Donovan  knew  the  circumstance. 

Q.  Did  you  evet  complain  of  his 
having  broken  his  word  in  not  having 
made  you  a  present? 

A.  Never,  because  he  did, 

Q.  Wiiat  present  did  Colonel  Shaw 
make  you  ? 

A.  When  I  returned  Colonel  Shaw 
his  papers  and  the  security,  he  sent 
his  compliments,  and  was  sorry  for  the 
trouble  he  had  given  me,  and  enclo- 
sed me  10/. 

Q.  Do  you  know  any  thing  of  a  se- 
cond application  of  Colonel  Shaw's  to 
Mrs.  Clarke? 

A.   }- certainly  do  not. 

Q.  Do  you  recollect  the  date  of  the 
transaction  which  you  have  been 
speaking  of? 

A.  The  first  time  I  ever  saw  Mrs. 
Clarke  was  in  December  1804. 

Q.  Had  you  ever  more  than  one 
conversation  with  Mr.  Donovan  upon 
this  subject  ? 

A.  I  cannot  recollect,  I  have  been 
in  the  habit  of  visiting  Mr.  Donovan 
and  seeing  him  frequently,  and  what 
conversation  has  passed  I  am  sure  I 
cannot  say. 

Q.  State  the  date  of  the  transac-  . 
tion  you  are  speaking  of? 
2  H  A,  lU 
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A.  It  was,  I  think/from  December 
1804  to  April  1803,  as  near  as  I  can 
guess. 

Q.  Do  you  of  your  own  knowledge 
know  any  thing  further  of  Colonel 
Shaw  and  Mr.  Donovan  in  that  trans- 
action ? 

At  I  do  not. 

Q.  Were  you  in  the  habit  of  cor- 
responding with  Colonel  Shaw  ? 

A.  I  think  I  must  have  written  let- 
ters to  him  frequently;  it  was  a  long 
period,  and  lie  was  very  uneasy,  he 
was  kept  in  great  suspense. 

Q.  State  whether  you  have  any  of 
Colonel  Shaw's  letters  ? 

A.  1  returned  the  whole  of  Colo- 
nel Shaw's  letters. 

Q.  To  whom  ? 

A,  To  the  best  of  my  knowledge, 
through  Mr.   Donovan. 

Q.  At  what  period  did  you  return 
those  letters  ? 

A.  I  believe  It  was  two  or  three 
days  after  he  had  seen  Mrs.  Clarke. 

Q.  How  came  you  to  return  those 
letters  to  Mr.  Donovan  ? 

A.  He  said  that  Major  Shaw  wished 
to  have  done  entirely  with  the  busi- 


ness, as  he  was  convinced  Mrs.  Clarke 
could  do  nothing. 

Q.  Then  you  do  not  know  any. 
thing  further  respecting  the  transac- 
tion which  took  place  afterwards  be- 
tween Mrs.  Clarke  and  Colonel  Shaw? 

{By  Mr.  Dennis  Browne.) 

Q.  Dp  you  know  personally  or  by 
repute,  a  Miss  I'aylor,  who  appeared 
as  an  evidence  at  the  bar  of  this 
House? 

A.  I  have  seen  Miss  Taylor,  she 
came  to  my  house  one  day  with  her 
brother,  Captain  Taylor, 

Q.  What  do  you  know  of  the  cha- 
racter or  repute  of  Miss  Taylor? 

A.  It  is  very  hard  to  speak  frorti 
hearsay  ;  of  my  own  knowledge  1 
know  nothing. 

Q.  From  what  passed  in  the  trans- 
action between  yourself  and  Mrs. 
Clarke,  do  you  believe  that  there 
could  be  any  subsequent  negociation 
between  Mrs.  Clarke  and  Col. Shaw  ? 

A.  I  do  not  think  Mrs.  Clarke  ever 
heard  of  Major  Shaw  afterwards. 

{The  iiitncss  u'a^  directed  to  nithi 
draw.) 


The  Chairman  stated  that  the  Committee  had  come  to  a  Re- 
.^olution,  that  the  Witnesses  should  be  examined,  not  as  to  matter 
of  belief  but  as  to  matter  of  fact. 

Mr.  D.  Broavne  thought  it  was  a  fair  question  upon  the  cross- 
examination. 

The  Attorney-General  withed  the  question  to  he  put. 

Mr.  D.  Browne  stated,  that  he  meant  to  impeach  the  testimony 
of  a  former  witness,  to  whom  his  question  alluded,  and  therefore 
be  thought  it  fair  to  ask  the  opinion  of  the  present  witness  as  to  the 
reputation  of  the  one  whose  testimony  he  disputed.— f^i  ay  of 
Head!  Bead !)^The.  question  was  accordingly  read.— (A  laugh.) 

Mr.  D.  Browne  tliought  that  though  he  had  not  all  the  ability, 
nor  all  the  sini):uiaritv  that  distincjuished  the  Noble  Lord  under  the 
gallery,  (Lord  Folkestone,)  yet  the  question  appeared  to  him  to  be 
just. 

Sir  T.  Turton  thought  the  question  should  be  expunged  from 
llie  minutes. 

[_The  ziitness  zvas  again  called  in,  A.  I  certainly  did  say  that  I  did  not 

end  Mr.  Dennis  ]iKO\\SE  proceeded  return   Miss  Taylor's  visit,  as  I   had 

in  the  examination.']  h^a^d     something      unpleasant.     {J 

Q.   Did  you  ever  tell  any  person,  la^i/v-h.) 

and  if  so,w'heu,that  Miss  Taylor  was  q    ^^yi^^^^  ^y^^  the  unpleasant   cir- 

a  person  of  bad    repute  cumstance  that  you  had  heard  of  Miss 

Taylor, 
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Taylor»  that, prerented  your  returning  ^vhat  I  have  heard.  I  know  nothing 

that  visit  ?  myself. 

A.  It  was  hearsay  ;    and  I   should        (The  zvitness  luas  directed  to  lintk- 

suppose  1   am    not     obliged    to   tell  dravj.) 

Mr.  Fuller  rose,  amid  loud  cries  of  Older!  Order  I  and  was 
obliged  to  sit  down. 

The  Attorney-GexVERAl  thought  that  a  question  as  to  gene- 
ral character  might  be  put. 

Mn.  Bar  HAM  objected  to  it,  as  being  one  of  those  nuestions 
that  went  rather  to  injure  private  feeling,  than  to  advance  the  cause 
under  their  consideration. 

The  witness  was  again  called  in,  and  again  retiring,  when  Mr. 
Fuller  insisted  she'should  be  called  back,  that  he  might  put  one 

question  to  her. 

Q.  Would  you  wish  to  put  a  female  child  of  yours  under  the  protection  of 
Miss  Taylor;  (Order/  Order  \)  Then  let  the  House  put  a  question  upon  it. 
{Order  \) 

Mr.  Bath ur ST  was  of  opinion,  that  on  so  solemn  an  inquiry  as 
the  present,  such  questions  ought  not  to  be  put. 

(The  'witness  ivas  directed  to  iiithdrazv.) 

General  Loftus  proposed  putting  the  direct  question— would 

sl>€,  to  her  own  knowledge,  believe  the  testimony  of  Miss  Taylor  ? 

(A  cry  of  No!  no!  710!) 

\_The  zvitness  zias  called  in,  and  vjithdrciv  again.'] 

Mr.  Perceval  agreed  with  his  hon.  friend,  (the  Attorney-Ge- 
neral) that  a  general  question  upon  character  might  be  put;  there 
was  no  other  way  of  ascertaining  character  tlian  by  hearsay,  on 
which  principle  he  conceived  the  present  question  might  be  justi- 
fied. -JUT 

Mr.  WniTiiREAD  objected  to  the  question,  he  said,  that  al- 
though an  hon.  gentleman  under  the  gallery  had  thought  proper  to 
ask  the  witness  for  a  character  of  Miss  Taylor,  yet  from  all  that  he 
had  seen  of  them  both,  he  would  be  rather  inclined  to  ask  Miss 
Taylor  for  a  character  of  the  witness.  Miss  Taylor  had  given  a  de- 
scription of  herself  as  keeping  a  boarding-school ;  this  circumstance 
could  be  disproved  if  not  true.  The  only  thing  that  oppeared  to 
him  at  all  to  affect  her  reputation,  was  her  acquaintance  with  Mrs. 

Clarke.  . 

The  Attorney  General  said  that  even  if  the  hon.  gentienian, 
whom  he  respected  as  much  as  any  one,  had  sworn  to  a  certain  fact 
it  would  not  be  in  their  power  to  prevent  or  refuse  the  testimony 
brought  to  impeach  him. 

Sir  Samuel  Romilly  said,  that  it  was  always  usual  in  courts, 
of  law,  when  qaiestious  of  this  nature  were  put,  tending  to  impeach 
the  testimony  of  witnesses,  to  preface  it  by  another  question,  de- 
manding how  long  they  were  acquainted  ?  and  what  means  they  had 
of  knowing  the  character  of  the  person  in  question  ?  ^ 

Me.  Fuller  thought  it  the  clearest  thing  in  the  world,  that  when 
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persons  refuse  to  speak  to  a  character,  that  character  must  he  a  bad 
one,  (A  laugh.)  He  was  glad  the  hon.  and  wise  gentlemen  opposite 
agreed  with  him  in  opinion. 

The  ijcitness  was  then  called  in,  and  asked : 


Q.  From  your  own  knowledge  of 
Miss  Taylor  would  you  believe  her  evi- 
dence? 

A.  I  declare  I  do  not  see  how  I  can 
answer  such  a  question  as  that,  it  is 
jnereiy  matter  of  opinion,  I  cannot 
answer  it. 

Q.  Where  do  you  live  ? 

A«  In  Villiers-street,  Ko.  5:9, 

Q.  How  long  have  you  lived  there? 

A.  I  believe  not  quite  three  months. 

Q..  Where  have  you  generally 
lived  ? 

A.  Where  I  lived  before,  that  was 
in  South  Molton-street. 

Q.  How  long  have  you  lived  in 
South  Molton-street? 

A.  Upon  my  word  I  cannot  recol- 
lect. 

Q.  Cannot  you  recollect  how  long 
you  have  lived  in  a  street  ? 

A.I  went  to  it  at  two  different  pe- 
riods. 

Q.  How  long  have  you  generally 
lived  in  any  one  street  ? 


A.  I  had  a  house  in  Panton-square. 

Q.  How  Jong? 

A.  Two  years  and  a  half, 

Q.  When  did  you  leave  it? 

A.  In  1805,  I  believe  in  June. 

Q.  Did  you  live  there  when  you 
visited  Mr.?.  Clarke? 

A.   1  never  visited  Mrs.  Clarke. 

Q.  Did  she  visit  you  when  you  lived 
there?     A  No 

Q.  Where  then  did  you  see  Mrs. 
Clarke? 

A.  I  went  to  Mrs.  ClaAe  on  busi- 
ness. 

Q.  Have  you  before  stated  all  tlie 
business'that  you  went  to  her  upon? 

A.  No. 

Q.  Then  state  what  other  business  > 

A.  Pardon  me;  what  other  business 
I  had  with  Mrs.  Clarke  was  for  coni" 
missions  for  other  gentlemen,  whose 
names  have  not  been  mentioned,  for 
whom  she  never  did  any  thing. 

(The  witness  was  directed  to  tt/M- 
draw.) 


Lord  Folkstone,  was  of  opinion,  that  as  the  Committee 
was  appointed  to  inquire  into  abuses,  this  question  should  be  put, 
as  it  might  possibly  lead  to  the  discovery  of  further  abuses. 

Mr.  Fuller  did  not  see  why  gentlemen  opposite  should  feel  all 
this  delicacy;  others  should  be  brought  forward,  as  well  as  the 
Duke  of  York,  the  rest  should  not  go  free.    (J  laugh), 

Mr.  Canning  thought  the  question  should  be  put;  after  the 
inany  questions  that  had  alteady  ended  in  nothing,  he  thought 
they  were  bound  to  put  the  present. 

General  Stewart  thought  that  many  officers,  both  in  the 
army  and  militia,  might  be  injured;  they  would  have  no  way  of 
defending  themselves  against  imputations  thrown  by  this  means 
on  their  characters. 

Mr.  Whitbread  said  there  was  a  way  of  defendiiig  tl^eir  cha- 
racters, as  General  Clavering  had  proved. — (.4  laugh!) 

Sir  A.Wellesley  agreed  in  sentiment  with  the  gallant  General 
near  him. 

Lord  Henjiy  Petty  thought,  |;hal  no  consideration  of  the 
kind  should  prevent  them  from  going  jnto  the  evidence. 

Mr.  Canning  proposed,  that  they  should  first  put  the  question^ 
whether  the  transactioa  stopped  with  her,  or  extended  to  Mrs. 
Clarke, 

[The 
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(The  zvltness  was  agaiji  caUed  in.)  a  very  dishonourable  act  in  me  to  clis» 

Q.  Did  you  ever  send  the  names  of  cover  the   names  of  Gentlemen  who 

'those other  gentlemen  to  Mrs.  Clarke,  have  never  beea  brought  forward,  and 

or  communicate  them  "ever  profited  by  any  one  act  I  did. 

A.  I  never  sent  them  to  her,  I  took  [Tlie  Chairman  stated  io  the  witness, 

them  to  her.  that    the  House   was   armed,   with 

Q.  You  delivered  them   into  her  power  to  compel  her  to  answer  and 

own  hands?     A.    Y  es  to  inflict  a  very  severe  censure  upon 

Q.    Then  state  the  names  of   all  her  if  she  did  not  answer  the  c^ues- 

those   gentlemen;    how    many   were  tions,  which  it  was  the  opinion  of 

there  ?  the  House  should  be  answered.] 

A.  I  do  not  really  recollect  that.  ,,    ,,     t. 

Q.  State  their  names  ?  <%  ^^^-  Perceval.) 

A.  1  said  before,  I  could  not  do  that.  Q,  Had  you  authority  from  those 

Q.    Endeavour  to    recollect,    and  persons  to  whom  you  referred,  to  give 

state  their  names  ?  their  names  to  Mrs.  Clarke? 

A.  it  is  not  for  want  of  memory,  or  A.  1  cannot  recollect  that,  I  declare, 

or  want  of  respect  to  the  House*,  but  I  Q.   Did  you  ever  carry  the  name* 

cannot  name  them.                           .  of  any  persons  to  Mrs.  Clarke,  with- 

[The  Chairman  informed  the  wit-  out  their  authority  ? 

ness  that  it  was  the  sense  of  the  Com-  A.  I  do  not  know  whether  I  did  not,' 

mittee  after  discussion,  that  she  should  I. am  sure. 

enumerate  the  names  of  the  Persons  Q.  State  positively  whether  you  did 

to  whom  she  referred.]  or  did  not  ? 

A.  I  cannot  mention  their  names.  A.    Indeed  my   memory  does  not 

Q.  You  have  stated  that  it  is  not  help  me  out. 

from  want  of  memorv,  therefore  en-  Q.  State  the  names? 

deavour  to  recollect  as  many  of  the  A.  1  cannot, 

names  as  you  can  ?  (7//e  tcitness  ii'as  directed  to  with- 

A.  It  is  because  I  think  it  would  be  draiv.) 

A  conversation  ensued  here  between  Mr.  Canning,  Sir  J.  Gra- 
ham,. Sir  G.  Warrender,  Mr.  Whitbreacl,  Mr.  Y^orke,  and  Mr, 
Huskisson,  on  the  propriety  of  urging  this  question— several  other 
members  took  part  in  the  conversation;  and  General  Mathew, after 
some  remarks,  said,  that  he  would  take  the  .sense  of  the  Ho«se 
upon  it. 

Mr.  WiLBERFORCE  Considered  the  line  of  examination  as  tend- 
ing to  bring  to  light  the  effects  of  the  abuses  imputed  to  the  system, 
which,  in  itself,  was  a  very  serious  consideration  ;  and,  therefore, 
he  was  of  opinion  the  Committee  ought  to  goon. 

Mr.  Perceval  suggested  another  consideration,  why  they 
should  persist  in  the  line  of  examination  ;  for  if  it  would  turn  out, 
from  the  answer,  that  a  long  list  had  b^en  given  in,  out  of  which 
only  two  or  three  had  succeeded  in  gaining  promotion,  thi^  would 
prove  that  it  was  not  the  influence  of  Mrs.  Clarke  which  had  suc- 
ceeded, but  that  it  was  rperely  the  effect  of  a  general  traffic. 

The  Secretary  at  War  reminded  the  Committee  that  the 
system  of  brokers,  whether  right  or  wrong,  was  formerly  open ; 
but  that  the  charge  here  was  of  the  existence  of  secret  practices. 

General  Math ew  then  agreed, to  withdraw  his  motion,  and 
^he  witness  was  asrain  ordered  to  the  bar. 

^  The 
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Tiie  witness  was  again  called  in,  and  previous  to  the  resumption 
of  her  examination  by  Sir  James  Graham,  the  Chairman  informed 
her  that  it  was  the  opinion  of  the  Connnittee  that  she  must  answer 
the  question  put  to  her,  and  that  the  House  had  power  to  inflict 
very  heavy  punishments,  and  never  more  severely  exerted  that 
power,  than  in  the  case  of  w^itnesses  who  conducted  themselves  in 
the  contumelious  manner  she  had  done. 


Q.  State  the  names  of  the  persons 
you  carried  to  Mrs.  Clarko. 

A.  I  did  not  mean  it  the  smallest 
contempt  to  the  HoL;se,  quite  the  re- 
verse ;  and  to  convince  vou  that  I  feel 
a  respect  for  this  House,  and  not  from 
fear,  I  will  state  the  names  :  one  is 
Jolinson  and  another  is  Williamson. 

Q,  Are  there  any  other  names  ? 

A.  I  do  not  recollect. 

Q.  Endeavour  to  recollect  ? 

A.  I  caiinot. 

Q.  You  said  there  were  several 
names,  or  a  long  list  oi  naines  ? 

A.  I  do  not  think  1  said  that,  I  said 
there  were  soii^e. 

Q.  Did  you  never  deliver  the  names 
of  any  other  gentlemen  but  Johnson 
and  Williamson  ? 

A.  1  do  not  recollect  any  other  ;  I 
think  I  had  others,  but  1  do  not  recol- 
lect their  names. 

Q.  You  did  deliver  others  ? 

A.  I  recollect  those,  because  they 
jare  my  own  acqujintances. 

Q.  What  are  their  Christian  names? 

A.  They  are,  George  Johnson  and 
AVilltam  Vv'illiamson. 

Q.  Where  do  they  live  ? 

A.  I  cannot  tell  you  that,  it  is  now 
Ithree  years  ago. 

Q.  Where  did  thev  live  then  ? 

A.  Upon  my  word  I  do  not  know 
where  their  lodgings  were. 

Q.  You  have#aid  that  they  were  ac- 
i^uaintances  of  yours } 

A.  I  am  sure  I  cannot  tell  where 
they  lived,  1  did  not  ask  the  gentlemen 
their  residence. 

Q.  Y'ou  stated  they  were  acquaint- 
ances ?     A.    Y'es. 

Q.  Do  you  now  state  that  you  did 
not  know  where  \our  acquaintances 
Jived  ? 

A.  They  had  not  long  arrived  from 
Ireland, 


Q.  Were  they  in  the  army  ? 

A.  They  never  were,  nor  to  my 
knowledge  have  not  been  in  it  yet;  they 
were  three  months  trying  to  get  in, 
through  Mrs.  Clarke,  and  could  not.. 

Q.  Did  vou  deliver  anv  other  list  td 
Mrs.  Clarke  but  those  two  names  r 

A.  1  never  delivered  a  list  to  Mrs. 
Clarke. 

Q.  Did  you  ever  deliver  any  other 
name  to  Mrs.  Clarke  ? 

A.  1  cannot  recollect  any  other  name 
I  delivered. 

Q.  Are  you  a  married  woman  .' 

A.   I  am  a  widow. 

Q.  liow  long  have  you  been  a  wi- 
dow ? 

A.  Nearly  six  years. 

Q.  How  long  did  you  live  in  South 
Molton-street  i 

A.  At  two  different  periods,  I  sup- 
pose about  a  year  and  a  half,  but  not 
altogether. 

Q.  Were  you  in  a  house  or  in  lodg- 


nigs } 


A.  I  was  in  lodgings. 

(By  Lord  Palmerstox.) 

Q.  Did  you  ever  apply  to  Mrs. 
Clarke  to  procure  leave  of  absence  for 
any  officers  ? 

A.  I  never  did,  to'my  recollection. 

Q.  Not  for  Major  Shaw  ? 

A.  She  told  me  she  could  not  get 
leave  of  absence  for  him  ;  I  was  to  tell 
him  to  get  it  through  General  Burfard. 

Q.  Then  you  did  apply  for  Major 
Shaw  ? 

A.  1  sent  word  to  Major  Shaw,  that 
he  must  get  two  months  leave  of  ab- 
sence. 

Q.  Did  you  apply  to  Mrs.  Clarke  to 
procure  that  leave  of  absence? 

A.  I  did  not;  she  applied  to  me  to 
beg  Major  Shaw  would  get  twomonths 
leave  of  absence,  that  during  that  time 

■she 
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she  might  have  time  to  work  on  the 
good  nature  of  the  Duke  of  York,  for 
fear  he  might  suspect  there  was  any 
tiling  iiyproper  in  the  transaction. 

{Bij  Lord  Milton',) 

Q.  What  answer  did  Mrs.  Clark? 
give  you,  when  you  carried  those  two 
names  you  liave  stated  to  the  Com- 
mittee you  carried  to  Mrs,  Clarke? 

A.  She  said  ^he  would  try,  but 
must  be  very  careful  to  have  time,  for 
fear  there  might  be  the  smallest  sus- 
picion that  it  was  a  money  transaction, 
as  that  would  ruin  her. 

Q.  Did  she  express  anv  desire  that 
it  should    be   panivularly   concealed 
from  tiie  Duke  of  York? 
"A.  She  certaifily  did. 

{By  Lord  Folkstone.) 

Q.  You  live  in  Yilliers-street,  do 
you  not  ?     A.  Yes. 

Q.  Are  you  in  house  there,  or  in 
loclgings  ? 

A.  In  lodgings. 

Q.  What  is  the  nanie  of  tlie  person 
to  wiiom  the  house  belongs ,> 

A.  Adair. 

Q.  Are  there  anv  other  Ioda:ers  ia 
the  house  besides  yourself? 

A.  I  believe  there  are. 

Q.  Is  the  Adair  who  keeps  the  house 
a  man  or  a  woman  ? 

A.  A  woman. 

Q.  How  long  have  you  known  Mr. 
.Donovan  ? 

A.  Eigliteen  years,  I  believe. 

Q.  Wlitn  did  you  last  see  Mr.  Do- 
Jiavun } 

A.  This  moment. 

Q.  When  did  you  last  see  him  be- 
fore you  came  to  this  House  .> 

A.  Yesterday. 

Q.  Are  you  in  the  habit  of  seeing 
him  pretty  constantly  ? 

A.  Constantly,     i' 

Q.  Have  yon  any  knowledge  of  anv 
transaction  in  which  Mr.  Donovan  is 
ei)gr.ged  ? 

A.  None,  but  that  in  whigh  I  was 
concerned  myself,  namely  Major. 
Shaw's. 

Q.  Is  that  the  onlv  one  of  transac- 


tions of  that  nature  of  which  you  have 
any  knowledge  ? 

A.  I  do  not  recollect  any  other  what- 
ever. 

Q,  Had  Mr.  Donavan  any  concern 
in  that  list  of  names  which  you  state 
yourself  to  have  given  to  Mrs.  Clarke  > 

A.  No. 

Q.  Did  Mr,  Donovan  at  that  time- 
carry  on  any  trafiick  of  the  same  sort? 

A,  I  know  nothini?  about  anv  thino: 
Mr,  Duiovan  does,  only  what  con- 
cerned mvself, 

Q,  Vv^iien  you  went  to  M'  s.  Clarke, 
was  it  of  your  own  accord,  or  were 
were  you  sent  bv  Mr.  Donovan  ? 

A.  I  went  of  my  own  accord,  with- 
out any  introduction  whatever,  and 
Mr.  Donovan  never  knew  that  I  knew 
Mrs.  Clarke  till  three  ijionths  after- 
wards, and  till  the  business  of  Major 
Shaw  was  iinished. 

Q,  When  was  that? 

A.  In  April  1805, 1  think  ;  I  cannot 
be  verv  certain  as  to  the  month,  but  I 
think  it  was  April. 

Q.  Was  Mr.  Donovan  acquainted 
with  Mrs.  Clarke? 

A.  Not  to  my  knowledge,  and  I  be- 
lieve not. 

Q.  Were  you  often  at  Mrs.  Clarke's 
in  Gloucester-place  ? 

A-  I  cannot  say  how  often. 

Q.  Were  you  in  the  habit  O'f  goln^ 
there  frequently  r 

A.  No,  not  very  frequently. 

Q,  How  often  do  you  suppose  ymi 
have  been  there  ? 

A.  Latterly,  Major  Shaw  got  very 
impatient,  and  I  went  five  or  six  time^ 
1  think^  in  the  last  month. 

Q.  Did  you  eve:  go  there  on  any 
business  but  that  of  Major  Shaw*.s? 

A.  I  stated  before,  that  I  went  <»p. 
otlier  business,  and  I  have  stated  the 
business. 

Q.  Any  other  business  besides  that 
of  ?yIajor  Shaw  and  that  of  Johnsora 
and  Williamson  ? 

A.  I  do  not  recollect  the  other  names, 

Q.  Did  you  ever  go  upon  any  other 
business  but  those  two  occasions  ? 

A,  No,  I  do  not  recollect  any  other, 

Q.  I  understood  vou  to  state,  these 

naicey 
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names  of  Johnson  and  Williamson 
were  given  up  to  Mrs.  Ciarke  at  the 
time,  with  d  great  number  of  others  ? 
.  I  have  not  said  a  great  number. 
Q.  With  other  names,  were  this  af- 
fair of  Major  Shaw's,  and  that  in 
"W'hich  Johnson  and  Williamson  were 
concerned,  the  only  occasionson  which 
jou  v/ent  to  Mrs.  Clarke  ? 

A,  I  never  went  to  Mrs.  Clarke's  on 
any  other  business  but  that,  till  Major 
Shaw's  business  was  fMiished,  and  the 
papers  returned, 

Q.  Were  you  well  acquainted  with 
the  house   Mrs.  Clarke   inhabited  in 
Gloucester-place  ? 
A.  Certainly  not. 

Q.  Into  what  room  did  you  used  to 
go- 
A.  Her  bed-room. 
Q.  Were  you  ever  in  any  other  room? 
A.  Yes,   the  front  palour  and  the 
drawing-room,  and  the  bed-room. 

Q.  There  was   very  handsome  fur- 
nil  ure  in  that  house  ?     A.  Very. 
Q.  Very  magnificent* 
A.  It  was  very  genteelly  furnished. 
Q.  You  have  seen  all  those  rooms, 
and  have  only  been  there  two  or  three 
times;  do   you   adhere  to  that  Mate- 
men  t  ? 

A.  I  recollect  stating,  that  I  was 
there  six  times  within  the  last  month. 

Q.  How  long  have   you  been  ac- 
quainted with  Mrs.  Clarke.? 
A.  December  1804,  I  think. 
Q-  The  beginning  of  your  acquaint- 
ance was  in  1804  >     A. 'Yes. 

Q.  On  the  occasion  of  Mr.  Shaw? 
^  A.  I  went  before  I   went  on  the  bu- 
siness of  Mr.  Shaw,  I   went  without 
any  introduction  whatever. 

Q.  On  what  business  did  you  go 
A.  I  was  told  she  had  commissions 
to  dispose  of,  and  without  any   intro- 
duction I  went  to  her  and  asked  her. 

Q.  Why  was  your   being  told   she 
had  commissions  to  dispose  of  the  rea- 
son of  your  going  there,  did  you  wish 
to  procure  commissions  ? 
A.  1  did  at  that  time. 
Q.   For  whom  ? 

A.  I   do  not  know  that  1  had  any 
particular  person  in  view  at  that  time. 


Q.  You  wer^  in  the  habit  of  procur- 
ing commissions  ? 

A.  No,  I  was  not  in  the  habit,  that 
was  the  first  time  I  went 

Q.  Then  you  did  go  to  Mrs.  Clarke 
upon  this  business  of  procuring  com- 
missions, besides  the  times  you  went 
about  Major  Shaw  and  Johnson  and 
Williamson  ? 

A.  The  first  time  I  went  to  Mrs. 

Clarke,  I  told  her  I  came  to  know  if 

she  had  any  commissions  to  dispose  of, 

Q.  Was  that  mere  curiosity  in  you? 

A.  No,  it  was  not. 

Q.  What,    then,  was  your  motive 

for  making  that  inquiry? 

A.  At  that  period  I  had  met  with  a 
very  heavy  misfortune;  my  agent  in 
the  NVest  Indies  died,  and  a  house  ia 
London  broke,  and  I  was  very  much 
embarrassed. 

Q.  What  mode  did  you  adopt  to 
ease  your  embarrassments  ? 

A.  I  had  hopes  that  I  would,  I  did 
not  conceive  it  improper. 
Q.  You  sold  conimissions  ? 
A.  I  never  sold  one. 
Q.  You  negociated  the  sale  of  them  ? 
A.  I  treated,  but  it  did  not  succeed, 
Q.  Were  all    the  communications 
you    had  with    Mrs.   Clarke  verbal  ; 
did  you  ever  corresjwnd  with  her  ? 
A.  I  often  wrote  to  her. 
Q.  "^'ou  had  frequently  letters  from 
Mrs.  Clarke? 
A.  i  had. 

Q.  What  was  the  latest  period  you 
ever  received  letters  from*  Mrs.  Clarke? 
A.  I  made  it  a  rule,  whenever  I  re- 
ceived a  letter  from  Mrs.  Clarke,  the 
next  time  I  saw  her,  to  return  her  her- 
letters. 

Q.  What  is  the  latest  period  at 
which  you  received  letters  from  Mrs. 
Clarke? 

A.  I  believe  that  one  in  which  she 
inclosed  me  MajorSliaw's  security  ;  I 
believe  that  was  the  last,  I  do  not  re- 
collect any  other  since. 

Q.  Have  you  never  received  any 
letter  from  Mrs.  Clarke  within  these 
few  months? 

A.  No,  I  have  not. 

Q,  And  you  never  kept  by  you  any 
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of  the  letters  you  received  from  Mrs. 
Clarke? 

A.  I  have  not  one  of  them. 

Q.  When  did  you  part  with  them  ? 

A.  I  made  it  a  rule,  whenever  I 
went  to  see  Mrs.  Clarke,  to  bring  the 
letter  I  had  received  the  day  before, 
and  to  give  them  io  lier. 

Q.  Was  that  an  invariable  rule? 

A.  To  the  best  of  mf  knowledge. 
{Bu  Sir  Robert  Williams.) 

Q.  You  have  stated  in  your  evidence 
very  lately,  that  you  have  been  fre- 
quently in  Mrs.  Clarke's  house  in 
GldUcester-place,  and  that  you  have 
seen  her  \a  her  bed-room  and  drawing- 
room,  and  several  places iu  that  lious«  ; 
is  that  so?     A.  Yes. 

Q.  How  do  you  reconcile  that  to 
the  former  part  of  your  evidence, 
where  you  stated  that  you  had  seen 
her  oMy  twice  ? 

A.  I  never  said  so. 

Q.  You  mentioned  that  you  would 
not  visit  Miss  Taylor,  out  of  delicacy; 
M-hy  did  not  that  delrcacy  operate  with 
regard  to  Mrs.  Clarke,  whom  you 
knew  to  be  living  under  the  protection 
©f  the  Duke  of  York  ? 

A.  I  stated  before  my  reasons  for 
calling  upon  Mrs.  Clarke^ 

{By  Sir  Charles  Dundas.) 

Q.  Did  you  ever  upon  any  occasion 


receive  any  authority  from  Mrs, 
Clarke  to  wegociate  the  sale  of  com- 
missions in  the  army  r    A.  Never. 

{By  Lord  Milton.) 

Q.  You  have  stated,  that  you  were 
informed  that  Mrs.  Clarke  had  com- 
missions in  the  army  to  dispose  of;  who 
so  informed  you  ? 

A.  General  report. 

Q.  Endeavour  to  recollect  some  in- 
dividual who  might  have  told  you. 

A.  I  do  not  recollect  any  individual 
telling  me,  I  recollect  asking  a  gea- 
tleman  Mrs.  Clarke's  address. 

Q.  Who  was  that  gentleman  ? 

A.  Mr.  Taylor ;  he  is  married  to  a 
sister  of  Mrs,  Clarke  since  that. 

Q.  What  object  had  you  in  asking 
him  that  question? 

A.  That  I  might  call  on  her. 

Q.  You  have  stated,  that  you  Were 
in  the  habit  of  returning  to  Mrs. 
Clarke  all  the  letters  you  received  from 
her ;  what  reason  had  you  for  pursu- 
ing that  conduct  ? 

A.  She  begged  I  should  do  so. 

Q.  Did  she  state  any  reason  which 
induced  you  to  do  so  ? 

A.  For  fear  any  accident  should  dis- 
cover her  trafficking  in  commissions. 

[The  zvitness  zu'as   directed  to  zi-ith- 
drazv.j 


'Sir  George  Hill  observed,  that  as  a  letter  from  the  Arch- 
bishop of  Tuam  to  Dr.  O'Meara  had  been  mentioned,  he  wished 
It  might  be  produced,  as  he  believed  there  was  an  hon.  inember 
present  who  could  say  whether  it  was  his  hand-vvritin?  or  not. 
The  letter  was  accordingly  shewn  to  Mr.  J.  CBeresf o"rd,  who 
was  asked : 

Q.  Will  you  look  at  that  letter,   and  state  whether  it  is  the  hand-writing  of 
the  Arclrt)ishop  of  Tuam.  ? 
A.  1  have  seen  him  write  many  times,  and  have  no  doubt  it  is  his  writing. 


[The  Letter  was  then  read.] 


II 


S 


^ir. 


''  In  consequence  of  your  application  to  me,  I  am  ready  to  give 
ample  saiisfaction,  and  to  bear  testimony,  that  1  have  had  assu- 
rances from  persons  io  vvhoyi  I  place  the  most  implicit  confidence, 

^o.  10.  o  J  tljat 
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that   vou  are  a  gentleman   of  most  unexceptioTiable  character  in- 
every  respect,  of  a  respectable  family,  and  independent  fortune. 


"  Crescent,  Bath. 
Feby  17th,  1800." 

Addressed : 
"The  Rev.  Doctor  O'Meara, 
No.  7,  Alfred-btreet." 


I  have  the  honour  to  be, 

'\  our  most  obedient, 

huiiiMe  servant, 

W.TUAM." 


(Mrs.  Clarke  ivas  next  called  in  and 
examined  %  Mr.  Wardle.) 
Q.  Did  you  know  Colonel  Shaw  ? 
A.  Yes. 
.  Q.  Do  you  recollect  who  introduced 

him  to  you. 

A.  Not  exactly. 

Q  Do  you  recollect  his  applying  to 
you  to  procure  any  appointment  for 
iiiin  through  the  medium  of  his  Royal 
Highness  the  Duke  of  York  .> 

A.  Yes,  1  do. 

Q.  State  what  that  appointment 
was  ? 

A.  He  wished  to  be  made  a  Lieu- 
tenant-Colonel, and  to  get  into  some 
situation  upon  the  staff. 

Q.  Did  Colonel  Shaw  promise  you 
anv  pecuniary  consideration  on  the 
event  of  his  obtaining  the  appoint- 
ment ? 

A.  Yes,  he  did. 

Q.  What  was  the  pecuniary  consi- 
^f'ration  he  did  promise  you  ? 

A.  I  cannot  say  that  I  immediately 
recollect  the  sum,  I  believe  it  was 
•1000/. 

Q.  Did  you,  in  consequence  of  this, 
acc^uaint  the  Commander  in  Chief  with 
^-uch  offer,  and  apply  fer  the  appoint- 
ment? 

A.  Yes,  I  did  ;  previous  to  his  gt?t- 
ling  the  situation,  he  wished  to  be 
Colonel  of  the  xVIanx  Corps  in  the 
Isle  of  Man,  where  his  father  had 
been  Deputy  Governor. 

Q.  Do  you  mean  to  say  that  you 
applied  for  this  situation  for  him  ? 

A.  Yes,  I  did,  but  there  were 
stronger  claims  in  another  quarter. 

Q.  Did  you  then  apply  for  any  other 
situation  for  him? 

A.  Yes,  I  did.  . 


Q.  What  was  that? 

A.  That  which  lie  now  holds. 

Q.   Do  you  know  what  that  is? 

A.  Barrack-Master  at  the  Cape  of 
Good  Hope  ;  Barrack-  Master  Gene- 
ral, I  believe. 

Q.  Did  you  receive  any  pecuniary 
consideration  in  consequence  of  this 
appointment  ? 

A.  Yes,  I  did. 

Q.  What  did  you  receive  ? 

A.  500/. 

Q.  Do  you  recollect  how  you  re- 
ceived that  money  ? 

A.  I  had  300/.  from  Colonel  Shaw, 
and  200/.  brought  by  some  man,  1  un- 
derstood it  was  a  clerk  of  Coutt^s,  but 
I  am  not  positive,  and  on  that  account 
Jiad  a  great  mind  to  send  it  back  again 
thinking  it  would  be  made  public. 

Q.  Were  you  satisfied  with  this 
5001  ?     A.  No,  I  was  not. 

A.  In  conse(juence  of  not  being  sa- 
tisfied with  the  500/.  did  you  make 
any  complaint  through  the  Comman- 
der in  Chief?     A.  Yes,  I  did. 

Q.  Wliat  wa^  the  consequence  of 
such  complaint  ? 

A.  His  Royal  Highness  said,  he  had 
told  me  all  along,  that  I  had  a  very 
bad  sort  of  a  man  to  deal  with,  and 
that  I  ought  to  have  been  more  care- 
ful, and  that  he  would  immediately 
])ut  him  upon  iialf  pay. 

Q.  Do  you  know  whether  Major 
Shaw  was  put  upon  half  pay  in  conse- 
quence of  that  ? 

A.  He  sent  me  several  letters  com- 
plaining, but  I  did  not  trouble  my- 
self much  with  reading  them  ;  one  of 
the  letters  I  gave  in  to-night,  I  believe  ;- 
I  thought  him  already  too.welloff,  for 

hia  coiiduct  to  me,    ■ 

Letter 
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[Letter  from  Colonel  Shaw  was  read,  dated  in  pencil,  off  the  Lizard, 

19th  May  1806] 

^'  Off  Lizard  and  a  fair  wind,  ][)  May." 
"  Altlio'  I  have  troubled  you  so  often,  and  althougt^  my  mind  is 
nearly  convinced  that  the  hardship  of  which  1  complained  n  as  been 
rectified,  by  the  order  of  the  Gazette  in  respect  to  my  reduction  being 
rescindedy  yet  whilst  even  the  suspicion  of  so  serious  an  evil  and  in- 
deed an  injustice  continues,  I  know  that  you  will  make  every  allow- 
ance, and  pardon  my  being  so  importunate.  In  addition  to  the  cus- 
tom of  the  army  being  in  my  favour  fas  you  mentioned)  the  follow- 
ing instances    are  specifically  so,  and  in  the  sam.e  appointment: 
Lt.  Col.  Carey,  D.  B.   M.G.    Major  28th  Regt.     Lt.  Col.  Vesey, 
D.  B.  M.  G.  Canada,  Lt.  Col.  29th  Regt.,  the  late  Col.  Brinsley,  D. 
B.  M.  G.  VVest  Indies,  retained  also  his   full-pay  commission  until 
his  death:  and  I  believe  I  stand  sincrnlar  in  the  armv,  in  an  officer 
being  appointed    to   the  Staff  abroad,  and  reduced  on  half  pay  in 
consequence.     Thus  my   case  bears  in  point  of  right.     Your  feel- 
ings will  justify  my  expectations  in  pointof  promise  and  assurances. 
The  first  impression  of  receiving  injury  at  the  hands  from  whence  I 
had  trusted  to  have  merited   tlie  contrary,  are  the  only  excuses  I 
can  plead.     For  any  intemperance  that  may   have  appeared  in  my 
letters,  you  will,  I  am  sensible,  as  my  mind  was  at  the  time  affected, 
leadil}^  pardon.     The  period  may  arrive  in  which  you  will  know  thai, 
independent  of  particular  consideration,  I  merited  your  good  offices  ; 
but  until  circumstances  developed  themselves,  you  shall  never  un- 
derstand them  through  me  or  by  my    means.     However  severely  I 
have  felt^  hovvcver  warmly  I  may  have  expressed   myself,  of  this  be 
assured,  that  you  shall  not  experience  uneasiness  of  my  occasioning. 
The'  thus  decided  at  present,  yet  permit  me  to  say  that  it  does  not 
arise  from  vieziing  otherwise  the   severe  and  cruel  injury  of  putting 
me  on  half  pay.     Independent  of  present   mortification,  my  pros- 
pects in  the  active  line  of  my  profession  are  ruin'd  by  it,  and,  God 
knows,  they  are  not  very  brilliant,  considering  either  the  length   or 
the  nature  of  my  services.  Further,  Madam, in  my  present  separation 
from  my  children,  it  creates   in  me   sensations  particularly  painful, 
when  1  reflect,  that  it' approaching  that  state  to  which  we  m-jst  all 
at  some   period  arrive,  that  1  could  not  (l>y  this  measure)  have  the 
consolation  of  resigning  my  commission   by  sale  for  the  benefit  of 
my  large  family  :  and  that  they 'should  in  this  event  have  no  other 
memento  of  my  having  served  23  i/ears  than  in  the   expences    of  the 
purchase,  8cc.  Sec.  of  some  coinmissions.     In  such  cases    the  hu- 
mane consideration  of  the  present  Commander  in  Chief  liave  been 
eminently  distinguished. 

1  shall  no  longer  trespass  ;  ray  only  apology  rests  in  that  every 
feeling  is  involved  in  the  present  object.  I  had  even  appropriated 
my  full  pay  for  the  education  of  two  children  remaining  in  Eng- 
land, but  illness  has  for  some  time  deprived  meof  allmy  family.  Let 
me,  Madam,  owe  good  offices  to  you,  and  1  shall  be  ever  grateful. 
From  your  explaining  this  case,  I  am  certain  that  his  justice  will  be 
extended  tome.     Let  me  pot  be  driven  from  my   profession.     Do 

2  1  'i  away 
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away  the  present  "bar  to  my  family  joining  me  at  the  Cape  ;  fori 
am  sure  that  your  sentiments  will  aceord,  tliat  I  ought  not  to  serve 
when  no  longer  with  honour  and  on  a  reciprocal  footing  witlt 
those  similarly  appointed, 

"  We  are  not  Hkely,  I  fear,  to  be  a  healthy  fleet;  some  ships  are 
very  crowded,  and  sickness  has  already  made  its  appearance;  and 
there  are  two  ships,  1  hear,  without  either  doctor  or  medicines 
Farewel :  and  1  hope  to  receive  your  commands, 

"  Do  away  the  present  evil,  and  unite  the  appointments  1  men- 
tioned, and  I  will  annually  remit  300/.  Whilst  1  remain,  re»?c7«/^er, 
do  me  justice,  let  not  any  thing  prevent  this ;  allow  not  self  or  familjw 
have  ever  to  sav  that  we  owed  misfortune  to  such  a  hand." 

Addressed : 
"Mrs.  Clarke,  ■ 

Gloucester-place, 
18.  Portman-square." 


{By  Mr.  Crokek.) 

Q.  I  understood  you  to  have  men- 
tioned on  a  former  night,  that  you 
never  had  represented  yourself  as  be- 
ing a  widow ;  do  you  now  abide  hy 
that  answer  ? 

A.  Does  the  Gentleman  mean  re- 
presentedj  or  that  I  have  ever  said  so  ? 

Q.  Have  you  ever  said  that  you 
"were,  or  represented  yourself  to  be  a 
widow  ? 

A.  If  I  have  ever  said  so,  it  was 
never  but  at  the  Court  Martial ;  if  it 
"U'as  ever  at  any  other  time,  it  must 
have  been  in  joke;  but  I  never  repre- 
sented myself  to  be  so  ;  the  two  mean- 
ings are  so  different,  of  saying  and 
representmg. 

Q.  Do  you  ever  recollect  yourself 
to  have  stated  yourself  a  widow  at  any 
other  time,  but  on  tlie  occasion  of  the 
Court  Martial  ? 

A.  1  do  not;  but  if  the  Gentleman 
will  put  me  in  mind  at  what  time,  or 
to  whom,  I  will  answer  to  the  best  of 
mv  recollection. 

Q.  Do  you  ever  recollect  yourself 
to  have  stated  yourself  to  be  a  widow 
at  any  other  time  but  on  the  occasion 
of  the  Court  Martial? 

A.  Then  I  must  repeat  the  same 
answer. 

Q.  Have  you  ever  called  yourself 
bv  anv  other  name  than  that  of  Clarke, 
since  the  vear  1S06? 


A.  I  do  not  recollect  that  I  have 
but  it  is  very  likely  to  avoid  bailiffs. 

Q.  Is  it  so  common  a  thing  in  you 
to  assunje  a  false  name,  that  vou  can- 
not  positively  say  when  you  assumed 
such  a  name,  or  indeed  whether  vou 
did  so  at  all  or  not^* 

A.  I  only  wish  the  Gentleman  to 
point  out,  and  I  will  answer  it  imme- 
diately,  any  pointed  question. 

Q.  Is  it  so  ciDmmon  Si  thing  in  youi 
to  assume  a  false  name,  that  you  can- 
not positively  say  when  you  assumed^ 
such  a  name,  or  mdeed  whether  yoU( 
did  so  at  allot  not  ? 

A.  I  do  not  recollect  that  I  have 
done  &o. 

Q.  Do  you  recollect  to  haw  gone 
bv  the  name  of  Dowler  ? 

A.  No,  I  do  not;  but  it  is  very 
likely  others  might  call  me  so  ;  I  never 
repreeented  myself  as  Mrs.  Dowler. 

Q.  Ihen  you  say  positively,  that 
you  never  called  yourself  by  the  name 
of  Dowler,  or  represented  yourself  as 
bearing  that  name? 

A.  No,  I  have  not,  without  it  might 
be  in  joke  ;  and  if  that  is  asked  me,  I 
will  ans\"?er  the  question  ;  it  must  have 
been  to  some  acquaintance,  if  to  any 
body,  as  I  have  always  lived  under 
my  own  name. 

Q.  Did  you  not,  within  the  time 
alluded  to,  live  at  llampstead,  assum- 
ing to  yourjelf  the  name  of  Dowler  ? 

A.  No, 
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A.  No,  I  lived  at  Hampstead,  but 
under  my  own  name; 

Q,  Nor  in  the  neighbourhood  of 
Hampstead? 

A.  No*  never  any  where,  but  in 
my  own  name. 

Q.  In  whose  house  have  you  lived 
at  Hampstead  ? 
A.  Mr.  Nicliols's. 
Q.  How  long  did  you  live  at  Mr. 
Nichols's? 

A.  I  cannot  recollect  how  long. 
Q.  A  considerable  time.' 
A.  Some  months. 

Q.  During  the  whole  of  which  you 
passed  under  your  own  name  of 
Clarke? 

A.  During  the  whole  time. 
Q.  In  .what  year   did  you  live  at 
Hampstead  ?  V 

A.  Part  of  the  year  1808,  and  the 
end  of  the  year  LSOT. 

Q.  You  have  stated  when  you  were 
last  here,  that  you  had  seen  Mr.  Dow- 
ler  but  twice  since  his  arrival  in  Eng- 
land ;  once  on  a  Sunday,  when  lie  call- 
ed relative  to  the  business  now  under 
inquiry,  and  ence  in  the  witness's 
room  in  this  House  ;  do  you  abide  by 
that  assertion  ? 

A.  I  will  not  be  caught  in  a  story 
about  that,  and  therefore  I  shall  say 
I  did  see  him  once  besides. 

Q.  Do  you  mean  to  say  that  you 
were  caught  in  a  story,  -when  you  be- 
ibre  represented  that  you  had  seen  him 
but  twice? 

A.  No  ;  it  is  now  perhaps  you  wish 
io  catch  me  in  one. 

Q.  Did  you  not  say  that  you  had 
seen  Mr.  Dow  ler  only  twice  •" 

A.  It  is  very  likely  1  might  have 
said  so. 

Q.  Is  that  true  or  false? 
A.  It  is  true  that  I  have  seen  him 
twice,  and  it  is  also  true  that  I  have 
seen  him  three  times. 

Q.  Where  did  you  see  Mr.  Dowler 
the  third  time  which  you  now  allude 
to? 

A.  In  this  House. 
Q.  How  often  have  you  seen  Mr. 
Dowler  besides  those  three  times,  since 
liis  return  from  Pur tu gal  ? 


<A.  Those  three  times?  Oucesinc«— 
yesterday. 

Q.  That  is  the  whole  number  of 
times  that  you  have  seen  Mr.  Dowler 
since  liis  arrival  in  England  ? 

A.  1  believe  that  the  hou.  gentle- 
man can  tell  pretty  well,  for  his  gar- 
ret window  is  very  convenient  for  his 
prying  disposition,  as  it  overlooks  my 
house. 

Q.  That  is  the  whole  nuinl)er  of 
times  that  you  have  seen  Mr.  Dowler 
since  his  arrival  in  England? 

A.  Yes. 

Q.  You  are  sure  of  that? 

A.  Yes. 

Q.  You  are  not  now  afraid  of  being 
caught  in  a  story  ;  you  answer  with 
perfect  recoIUrction  ? 

A.  If  tiie  hon.  gentleman  washes  it, 
I  will  say  I  have  seen  him  oftener,  if 
ii  will  at  all  tend  to  any  thing;  I  do 
not  wish  to  conceal  that  Mr.  Dowler 
is  a  very  ])articular  friend  of  mine. 

[The  Chairman  informed  the  wit- 
ness that  she  did  not  stand  there  to 
make  observations  on  the  Gentlemen 
who  examined  her,  but  to  give  correct 
and  proper  answers  to  the  questions 
put  to  her,] 

A.  1  have,  as  well  as  I  can  recollect. 

Q.  At  what  other  places  than  those 
you  have  already  mentioned,  and  at 
what  other  times,  have  you  seen  Mr. 
Dowler  since  his  arrival  in  England? 

A.  1  have  seen  him  at  his  own 
Hotel. 

Q.  When? 
'  A.  The  first  night  he  came  home, 
1  believe,  but  which  was  to  have  been 
a  perfect  secret,  as  1  did  not  wish  my 
own  family,  or  any  one,  to  know  I 
saw  him  that  night. 

Q.  Only  the  lirst  night  he  came 
home  ? 

A.  And   the  other   times    I   have 

stated. 

Q.  xAre  those  the  whole  of  the  times 
you  have  seen  Mr.  Dowler  since  his 
arrival  in  England  ? 

A.  Yes,  they  are. 

Q.  You  have  stated  you  saw  Mr. 
Dowl.T  at  his  Hotel;  how  often  did 
you  s;"e  Mr.  Dowler  at  his  Hotel  ? 

A.  I 
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A.  I  fiave  told  you,  once. 

Q.  Only  once  ? 

A.  Only  otice. 

Q.  What  day  was  that  ? 

A.  1  have  already  stated,  it  w^s 
the  first  day  he  came  home 

Q.  On  Thursday? 

A.  Yes,  on  Thursday. 

Q.  What  time  of  the  da^"  did  you 
see  him  at  his  Hotel  on  the  Thursdav  ? 

A.  At  night. 

Q.  Did  you  pass  under  your  own 
name,  of  Clarke,  on  that  occasion? 

A.  I  passed  under  no  name. 

Q.  Do  you  now  perfectly  recollect 
that  you  saw  him  at  his  Hotel  since 
kis  arrival  in  England  but  on  that  one 
occasion,  that  I'hursday  night  ? 

A.  No,  the  other  times  I  have 
stated. 


Q.  At  what  Hotel  did  you  see  him? 

A.  At  Reid's,  in  St.  Martin's  Lane. 

Q.  Did  you  see  him  more  than  one 
time  at  that  Hotel  ? 

A.  No,  I  did  not,  I  saw  him  at  my 
own  house  afterwards. 

Q.  Were  you  in  company  with  Mr. 
Dowler  for  a  considerable,  time  upoa 
that  occasion  ? 

A.  I  have  stated  that  I  was  in  com- 
pany with  Mr.  Dowler;  and  I  beg 
leave  to  ask  the  Chair,  whether  this 
is  a  proper  question,  whether  it  is  not 
unbecoming  the  dignity  of  the  House? 

Q.  Did  you  see  Mr.  Dowler  on  the 
Friday  morning  ? 

{^Here  the  nitness  zcas  ordered 

to  II ithdraiv.'] 


Mr.  WiLBERFORCE  thought  it  perfectly  incorrect  and  immoral 
for  the  Committee  to  enter  into  a  detail  of  the  private  concerns  of 
the  witness. 

A  conversation  then  took  place  between  Mr.  Perceval,  Mr. 
Maurice  Fitzgerald,  Mr.  Croker,  Sir  George  Warrender,  Mr. 
Bathiust,  and  Mr.  Adam,  which  terminated  in  the  Chairman's 
ordering  the  witness  to  be  called  in,  and  the  question  was  again 
proposed  by  Mr.  Croker. 


A.  My  visit  continued  till  the  Fri- 
day morning. 

(Bj/  Mr.  Lyttleton.) 

Q.  Had  you  any  credit  with  tlje 
Duke  of  York's  bankers? 

A.  Wiiich  of  them. 

Q.  ATitii  either  of  them  ? 

A.  With  neither. 

Q,  Did  you  ever  draw  any  bills 
upon  the  D\ike  of  York,  which  he  ac- 
cepted ? 

A.  No;  it  was  given  out  at  the 
Horse  Guards,  that  1  had  committed 
a  forgery  upon  the  Duke  for  2000/., 
wiiicli  1  did  not,  and  it  followed  me 
all  over  Ihecountry,  and  many  persons 
were  very  much  inclined  to  believe 
it,  as  Mrs.  Hamilton  Pye,  Colonel 
Gordon"'s  sister,  said  she  knew  it  of 
feerovvn  knowledge. 

Q.  Did  YOU  ever  draw  anv  bills 
upon  the  Duke  of  York,  which  he  ac- 
cepted ? 


A.  No,  he  always  drew  them  and 
accepted  them  himself;  I  never  had 
any  thing  to  do  with  them,  he  did  the 
whole. 

Q.  Do  you  mean  you  never  sent  a 
bill,  drawn  upon  the  Duke  of  York,  to 
Birkett's  the  silversmith's?  , 

A.  Once  or  twice  his  Royal  High- 
ness gave  me  small  bills  for  three  or 
four  hundred  pounds,  but  they  were 
his  own  signing  and  drawing  up ;  it 
was  to  get  my  necklace,  or  something 
in  that  way,  from  Parker's,  in  Fleet 
Street,  but  I  never  drew  a  bill,  nor 
never  touched  any  tiling  of  the  kind  ; 
but  I  was  always  obliged  to  sign  some- 
thing else  private  to  Parker,  for  he 
would  not  take  his  Royal  Highness'* 
bill  without  mv  doing  so. 
'  Q.  I'hen  vou  deny  that  vou  sent 
any  bill  drawn  by  the  Duke  of  York 
or  yourself  upon  the  Duke  of  York  to 
Birkett's  the  silversmitii's? 

A.  I  never  sent  any  to  Birkcti's. 

Q.  You 
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Q.  Von  have  stated  the  number  of 
horses  and  servants  you  kept,  and  that 
his  Royal  Highness  allowed  you  only 
1000/.  a  year;  I  believe  you  remained 
under  the  protection  of  the  Duke  of 
York  for  three  years;  during  that 
time  did  not  his  Royal  Highness  pay 
you  to  the  amount  of  25,000/.  in  those 
three  years  ? 

A.  O  dear,  no  !  He  very  frequent- 
ly did  not  make  good  his  monthly 
payments,  and  for  the  three  months 
before  he  left  me  I  never  had  a  guinea 
from  him  ;  and  although  Mn  Adam 
has  stated  that  his  Royal  Highness 
parted  with  me  on  account  of  a  bill, 
his  Royal  Highness  never  had  the 
generosity  to  give  me  the  money  for 
that  bill ;  it  was  only  130/.,  and  I  never 
had  a  guinea  value  for  it ;  I  had  given 
it  to  Mr.  Corri,  to  save  him  from  going 
to  prison. 

Q.  Do  you  not  believe  that  his  Royal 
Highness,  during  the  three  years 
you  were  under  his  protection,  paid 
20,000/.  for  you,  including  all  the 
various  sums  that  were  advanced  to 
you,  the  paynient  of  tradesmen's  bills, 
&c.  &c.  during  those  three  years } 

A.  No,  he  did  not. 

Q.  Will  you  undertake  to  say  that 
hisHoyal  Higliness  did  not  pay  15,000/. 
for  you  during  those  three  years  ? 

A.  Do  you  include  his  Royal  High- 
ness paying  for  the  house  before  I  went 
into  it,  or  keeping  me  and  the  estab- 
lishment ? 

Q.  Including  every  thing,  ail  the 
advances  that  were  made, 

A.  I  cannot  tell  what  he  paid  for 
the  house ;  I  can  tell  what  my  lawyer 
got  for  it. 

Q.  What  was  the  amount  which 
you  got  for  it } 

A.  I  believe  the  whole  sold  for 
4,400/. ;  and  I  think  it  is  proper  for 
me  to  state  in  what  situation  I  was, 
which  his  Royal  Highness  knew  at  the 
time  of  our  parting  :  some  short  time 
before,  I  had  borrowed  different  sums 
9f  money  of  my  lawyer,  to  the  amount 
of  twelve  or  fourteen  hundred  pounds, 
&nd  I  asked  the  Duke  for  the  lease  anci 
he  gave  it  to  me,  and  X  gave  it  up  to 


the  lawyer  for  the  different  sums  of 
money  received  from  him  before  the 
house  was  got  rid  of;  his  Royal  High- 
ness had  not  paid  the  rent  for  the  last 
half  year,  and  1  fancv  (he  taxes  for  a 
twelvemontii  were  not  paid  ;  I  always 
paid  the  taxes  ;  1  took  700/.  on  account 
to  pay  the  poor  trades- people  and  the 
servants  ;  700/.  was  due  to  Mr.  Parker 
for  trinkets,  which  were  got  from  him 
to  be  sold  in  the  sale. 

Q.  Exclusive  of  the  house,  will  you 
undertake  to  say  you  have  not  receiveci 
to  the  amount  of  15,000/.  from  his 
Royal  Highness? 

A.  That  1  am  very  sure  of. 

Q.  Can  you  undertake  to  say  thftt 
positively  ? 

A.  Positively. 

{By  Sir  G.  Warrender.) 

Q,  Will  you  undertake  to  say  posi^ 
tivelyyou  did  not  receive  12,000^.  from 
his  Royal  Highness,  including  every 
advance,  and  articles  paid  for  during 
those  three  years  ? — A.  Yes. 

Q.  Will  you  undertake  to  say 
positively  his  Royal  Highness  did  not 
pay  10,000/.  to  and  for  ^^ou  } 

A.  Yes,  I  can.  His  Royal  High- 
ness paid  nothing  for  me  but  in  gifts 
except  what  he  was  to  have  brought 
me  regularly  ;  whatever  value  it  might 
have  been  it  was  in  trinkets  and  tiios-^ 
things,  it  was  presents,  not  in  money  j 
1  cannot  say  what  the  amount  of  those 
might  be,  they  all  went  from  me  be- 
fore 1  left  Gloucester-place,  which  his 
Royal  Highness  must  be  aware  of,  that 
I  had  nothing  even  to  take  me  out  of 
town.  "  He  promised  to  give  me  200/. 
for  my  journey,  but  Mr.  Adam  ob- 
jected to  that  to  my  lawyer,  and  said 
100/.  was  plenty;  but  the  Duke  over- 
ruled it,  and  sent  me  two  some  time 
afterwards. 

Q.  Will  you  undertake  to  say  tha-. 
the  whole  amount  of  his  Royal  High- 
ness's  advances  to  you,  and  for  you^ 
did  not  amount  to  5000/.  ? 

A.  Nq,  1  cannot  say  as  to  that. 

(Bi/  Mr.  Herbert,) 

Q.  Do  yoa  mean  to  say,  that,  ex- 
cept 
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cept  the  1,000/.  a  year,  which  was 
given  for  the  establishment,  and  which 
was  shortly  paid,  you  were  not  paid 
any  more  money,  and  was  it  not  to  a 
very  large  amount  ?     A.  No. 

Q,  Mere  you  paid  no  more  money 
besides  the  1,000/.  a  year? 

A.  No,  I  was  not.  I  certainly 
complained  to  Iiis  Royal  Highness, 
and  he  said,  he  w^ould  make  some 
future  arrangement.  I  convinced  him 
that  it  did  not  more  than  sufficient  to 
pay  the  servants  wages  and  liveries. 

Q.  Then  if  I  understand  yoti  right, 
3-ou  say  positively  that  you  had  no 
more  to  live  upon  in  money  than 
1,000/.  a  year  ? 

A.  No,  I  should  not  say  that;  if  I 
have  been  verv  much  harrassedfor  anv 
thing,  and  could  not  get  it  from  other 
quarters,  and  there  was  nothing  in 
view,  his  Royal  Highness  would  then 
bring  me  100/.  extra,  or  two,  perhaps, 
but  Ido  not  recollect  even  two;  I  do 
one  or  so,  one  now  and  then,  but  not 
often. 

Q.  Then  in  point  of  fact,  the  Com- 
mittee are  to  understand  you  did  not 
receive  any  considerable  sums  of 
j-noney  to  supf)ortyour  establislyuent, 
ei'cept  the  1,000/.  a  vear? 

A.  No. 

Q.  In  the  course  of  your  former  ex- 
amination you  stated,  that  his  Royal 
Jiighness  advanced  sums  of  money 
when  unpleasant  things  happened, 
and  that  unpleasant  things  were  con- 
stantly happening  ;  do  you  adhere  to 
'that  statement? 

A.  T])is  is  what  I  have  been  allud- 
ing to  now,  but  it  never  exceeded 
£00/.  or  came  to  that ;  I  never  recol- 
lect his  bringing  me  '2001.  over  what 
■was  the  allowance;  when  I  £rst  went 
to  Gloucester  place,  the  first  present 
that  ever  his  Royal  Highness  made  me 
was  500/.  ;  that  went  for  linen  and 
dilh  rent  things. 

Q.  State  what  you  mean  by  con- 
stantly ;  how  often  in  the  course  of  a 
n)onth  >     ' 

A.  I  mean  in  the  course  of  three 
\ear>. 

Q.  How  (^ften   do  you   mean  un- 


pleasant things  have  happened,  whc» 
you  apply  the  term  constantly  r 

A.  I  think  it  is  an  improper  term  ; 
tiiey  frequently  happened  ;  but  Mr. 
Dowler  has  relieved  several  things  as 
well  as  his  Royal  Highness,  and  I 
think  oftener;  I  do  not  recollect  his 
Royal  Highness's  doing  any  thing 
above  twice. 

Q.  Do  vou  mean  to  sav  that  twice 
in  the  course  of  three  years  is  your  ex- 
planation of  constantly  ? 

A.  I  have  said  that  the  word  was 
improperly  ur,ed. 

Q.  You  have  stated,  that  when  the 
Diike  of  York  quitted  you,  he  left  you 
in  debt  upwards  of  2000/.  ;  was  that 
beyond  the  sum  for  which  you  sold 
the  house,  and  was  not  the  house  left 
to  you  for  the  express  purpose  of  pay- 
ing your  debts  ? 

A.  There  was  no  money  left  after 
the  small  debts  were  paid,  and  the 
700/.  I  had  paid  among  the  poorer  sort 
of  people  and  the  servants,  which  the 
lawyer  can  prove;  1  have  stated  that 
there  was  400/.  or  500/.  t«  Mr.  Harry  • 
Phillips,  for  his- commission  ;  I  had  no 
balance  coming  to  me.  His  Royal 
Highness  hasstated,  that  I  had  trinkets  ^ 
to  pay  the  debts  as  well  as  the  house, 
but  he  knew  where  the  trinkets  were; 
Mr.  Conu'ie  can  state  the  whole. 

{By  Mr.  Simeon.)  ™ 

Q.  How  soon  after  you  went  to 
live  in  Gloucester-place  did  your  dis- 
tresses begin  } 

A.  A  long  time  after:  I  was  per- 
fectly clear  of  debt  when  1  went 
there. 

Q.  Did  you  receive  any  consider- 
able sum  beforeliand  from  his  Royal 
Highness,  or  only  receive  the  instal- 
ments of  1000/.  a  year  when  you  went 
there  ? 

A.  I  had  500/.  to  buy  some  little 
necessary  things  in  plate  and  linen. 

Q.  That  was  the  500/.  you  men- 
tioned before?-   A.  Yes. 

Q.  Then  that  500/.  no  part  of  it 
went  towards  the  establishment  ? 

A.  No,  it  went  immediately  in  ne- 
cessaries. 

Q.  How 
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Q.  How  -soon  did  you  bcp:in  the 
cslabli>lijnent  which  you  staled  the 
other  uiglit,  as  to  the  number  of  ser- 
vants, horses,  aiul  other  expences  ? 

A.  Immediately. 

Q.  Were  you  accurate  in  stp.tinjr, 
(hat  what'  you  had  frou)  his  Royal 
Highness  would  only  pay  tiie  liveries 
and  wages  ? 

A.   Xcry  soon   afterwards  I  found 

it. 

Q.  Then  how  did  you  support  this 
establishment  in  other  respects  ?  how- 
did  you  feed  the  servants,  and  where 
did  you  get  your  monies  tor  the  othei' 
expences  you  might  have  had  ? 

A.  Some  of  the  money  has  come 
before  the  House,  the  manner  in  which 
I  used  to  get  it.  , 

Q.  How  soon  did  that  begin  after 
your  establishment  in  Gloucester- 
place? 

A.  I  should  thiuk  about  half  a  year 
perhaps;  I  never  began  it  till  I  felt 
distressed,  and  the  hints  I  had  from 
his  Royal  Highness ;  he  told  me  that 
I  always  had  more  interest  thaii  the 
Queen  had,  and  that  I  niight  iiseit. 

Q.  Had  your  distresses  begun  be- 
fore tlie  end  of  the  six  months ;  if  not, 
how  soon  afterwards  ? 

A.  i  was  going  on  in  credit  at  the 
beginning, 

Q-  How  much  do  you  think  you 
were  indebted  at  the  end  of  the  lirst 
six  months "" 

A.  I  cannot  really  say,  I  was  al- 
ways frightened  to  look  at  it. 

Q.  Then  you  were  largely  indebt- 
ed at  the  end  of  the  first  six  months  ? 

A.  Very  much  so. 

Q.  Then  your  distresses  must  have 
begun,  and  your  pressure  by  bills 
must  have  begun,  very  shortly  after 
that  time  ?     A.  Yes. 

Q.  Did  they  not  continue  during 
the  wiiole  of  the  three  years  ? 

A.  Yes,  they  did. 

Q.  Can  you  say  nearly  to  what 
number  of  persons  you  might  be  in- 
debted on  account  of  your  establish- 
ment ;  what  number  of  creditors~you 
had  ? 
•  A.  That  is  cpiite  impossible  ;  I  have 

1^0.  10. 


a  list  of  a  great  many  at  home,  of  all 
that  I  owe  money  to. 

Q.  Do  you  think  you  liad  fewer 
than  fifty  ? 

A.  I  should  think  not  fewer  thaa 
fifly  ;  but  it  might  be  fifty,  or  perhaps 
more. 

Q.  They  were  all  very  pressing  ? 

A.  Most  of  them,  as  soon  as  I  got 
into  debt,  pressed  for  places. 

Q.   Did  they  not  press  for  money  ? 

A.  Wlien  they  found  I  did  npt  take 
them  uj)  in  the  other  way. 

Q.  How  long  were  they  before  thej' 
found  that? 

A.  I  always  felt  it  was  impossible  to 
recommend  a  tradesman  to  any  place  ; 
and  one  that  was  about  me  especially. 

O.  Then  thev  soon  found  thev  could 
get  no  places  ? 

A-  Yes,  I  suppose  they  did. 

Q.  Then-  they  immediately  pro- 
ceeded to  demand  their  monies,  did 
not  they  ? 

A.  Yesj  they  did :  but  they  were 
always  very  willing  to  serve  me,  be- 
cause they  were  handsomely  paid  in 
the  end  ;  they  charged  me  quite  as 
high  as  ever  they  charged  the  Duke 
himself,  if  not  higher. 

Q.  Did  not  numbers  of  them  pro- 
ceed, at  the  expiration  of  six  months 
or  thereabouts,  to  bring  actions  against 
you  ? 

A-  Y'es,  they  did. 

Q.  Did  not'  many  of  those  actions 
proceed,  so  as  to  incur  great  costs,  be- 
sides the  debts  ? 

A.  Yes,  very  great  indeed. 

Q.  What  do  you  say  you  were  in- 
debted''when  the  establishment  in 
Gloucester-place  broke  up  ? 

A.  Under  3000/. 

Q.  Tluii  how  were  those  great 
debts  paid  that  were  incurred^  and 
which  were  so  continually  pressed 
for,  from  the  expiration  of  six  months, 
and  greatly  swelled  by  the  costs  of 
the  actions  ? 

A.  I  found  means  in  some  way  or 
other  to  satisfy  them. 

Q.  Were  not  those  means  supplied 
directly     or    indirectly,    to    a    great 
amount;  by  the  Duke  of  York  ? 
2  K 


A.  No,  n(^ver. 

Q.  Can  you  then  take  upon  yourself 
to  say,  that  manj'  bills,  upon  which 
actions  were  brought,  and  the  costs 
incurred,  were  none  of  them  satisfied 
by  the  Duke  of  York? 

A.  No. 

Q.  How  do  you  know  that? 

A.  I  know  it  as  well  ?s  I  know  any 
other  circumstance. 

Q.  Did  YOU  pay  them  yourself? 

A.  Yes.  ' 

Q.  How  long  after  your  living  in 
Gloiicester-place  was  it  before  you 
were  enabled  to  get  any  sums  of  mo- 
ney, by  the  patronage  you  talked  of? 

A.  Perhaps  three  or  four  months, 
or  five  months,  I  cannot  exactly  say. 

Q.   Can  you  say  to  what  amount 
you  got  by  it  in  the  first  year  ? 
.  A.  No,  1  cannot,  I  never  took  any 
account. 

Q.  Can  you  say  to  what  amount 
you  got  by  it  in  the  course  of  the 
three  vears  ? 

A.  No,  I  cannot,  I  never  took  any 
account  whatever  of  any  thing. 

Q.  Did  the  Duke  of  Y'ork  defray 
the  charge  of  no  part  of  your  expen- 
diture, such  as  horses  and  carriages, 
independent  of  the  allowance  ? 

A.  He  bought  one  carriage,  which 
I  slated  before. 

Q.  Did  he  purchase  any  horses  ? 

A.  For  about  six  months  I  had  job 
})0rses,  the  others  I  always  purchased 
Wiyscif.  I  lost  about  900/.  in  one  year, 
in  the  purchase  of  horses. 

Q.  Were  those  horses  kept  at  the 
expence  of  the  Duke  of  York,  exclu- 
sive of  the  allowance  ? 

A.  No,  they  were  not. 

("By  Mr,  Holmes.) 

Q.  Do  you  know  the  father  of  Miss 
Taylor,  who  was  examined  here  the 
other  night  ?     A,  I  do. 

Q.  How  long  have  you  known 
him  ? 

A.  I  have  known  him  about  ten 
years,  but  I  have  never  seen  hiin 
above  half  a  dozen  times. 

Q-  Have  you  always  known  him 
by  the  name  of  Taylor? 

A.  Always. 


Q.  Did  you  ever  state  to  his  Koyal 
Highness  that  1000^  a  year  was  iii- 
sufticient  to  support  your  establish- 
ment ? 

A    Yes,  he  knew  it. 

Q.  Miss  Taylor  stated  herself  to  b(j 
very  poor;  have  you  been  kind  to 
lier,  and  made  her  presents  fronitiu>e 
to  time?     A.  Yes,  I  have. 

Q.  Have  vou  lately  ? 

A.  Ye\;  I  have  not  within  these 
two  months ;  about  Christmas  she  told 
me  she  should  get  the  money  for  her 
scholars,  it  was  previous  to  that  I 
assisted  her. 

Q.  To  what  amount  did  you  assist 
her? 

A.  Very  trifling,  I  had  not  niucli 
Avithin  my  own  power. 

(By  Mr.  Wardle.) 

Q.  Did  the  Duke  of  York  ever  send 
out  bills  in  your  name,  for  which  he 
received  the  money  himself? 

A.  I  have  asked  for  money  for  his 
Royal  Highness  of  a  gentleman,  but 
the  Duke  wanted  to  e;ive  a  Ioniser  bill 
for  it. 

Q.  Of  your  own  knowledge,   can 
you  say,  that  the  Duke  of  York  waS' 
in  the  habit  of  drawing  bills  at  date, 
in  which  he  placed  your  name  ? 

A.  No. 

Q.  Do  you  know  that  these  bills, 
by  which  the  plate  af  Messrs.  Birketts 
was  paid  for,  were  drawn  in  the  way 
alluded  to? 

A.  I  never  saw  the  bills;  I  should 
rather  suppose  they  were  drawn  up- 
on himself,  and  signed  Frederick. 

Q.  Do  3'ou  recollect  ever  getting 
any  monej^  for  the  Duke  of  York, 
upon  any  bills  drawn  by  himself,  or 
any  paper  of  that  description,  that  he 
gave  you  with  his  name  upon  it? 

A.  No;  I  do  not  think  that  I  did. 

Q.  You  spoke  of  having  a  house  at 
Wcybridge;  was  that  house  ev-er  re- 
paired at  your  expence  ? 

A.  Yes,  it  was  thoroughly  repaired, 
and  1  built  a  two-stall  stable  there; 
I  laid  out  between  200/.  and  500/. 
upon  it,  if  not  more  ;  I  believe  more  ; 
there  was  40/.  or  50/.  alone  for  oil- 
cloth, to  screen  his  Royal  Highness ; 

to 
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to  screen  his  visKs,  when  he  was  going 
backwards  6nd  forwards,  from  the 
neighbours. 

Q.  Do  you  know  what  your  dia- 
flioiids  cost  the  Duke  of  York  ? 

A.  No,  I  do  not  ?  I  never  asked. 

Q.  Were  those  diamonds  ever  in 
pawn,  during  the  period  you  were 
with  the  Duke  of  York? 

A.  Very  frequently  ;  and  I  recollect 
that  when  iSIr.  Dowler  paid  nie  800/. 
I  took  them  out ;  so  that  Parker's 
book  would  convince  about  the  time 
that  he  got  his  appointment,  and  I 
received  the  money  from  him  ;  it  was 
within  two  or  three  days  of  his  being 
gazetted,  either  after  or  before. 

Q.  Was  the  Duke  of  York  acquaint- 
ed with  the  circumstance  of  your  dia- 
monds being  in  pawn  ? 

A.  Yes ;  because  he  gave  me  his 
own  bill  once,  and  something  else, 
payable  to  Parker ;  Parker  can  shew- 
by  his  books  who  it  was  payable  to. 

Q.  Do  you  recollect  the  amount  of 
that  bill?     A.  400/. 

Q  You  have  this  night  stated,  that 
if  ever  you  called  yourself  Mrs.  Dow- 
ler, it  must  have  been  in  joke;  and 
you  have  stated  also,  that  when  you 
were  at  Ilampstead,  you  had  not  call- 
ed yourself  Mrs.  Dowler  ? 

A.  No,  I  had  not,  never. 

Q.  State  whether  you  might  not 
then  have  said  any  thing  of  that  kind 
in  joke? 

A.  I  might  have  said  that  in  joke  ; 
but  I  neier  repres«.'nted  myself  as  Mrs. 
Dowler,  nor  as  any  thing  but  exactly 
^vhat  1  am,  except  at  the  Court  Mar- 
tial. 

Q.  Did  you  receive  any  letters 
when  you  were  at  Hampstead  ? 

A.  Yes,  I  did. 

Q.  Do  you  recollect  how  those 
letters  v/ere  dire  cted  ;  were  they  to 
Mrs.  Clarke  ? 

A.  To  Mrs.  Clarke,  or  else  to 
Captain  Thorn p,son,  for  I  was  afraid 
of  being  arrest'^d  ;  or  to  Mrs.  Nichols, 
the  woman's  name  who  waited  upon 
'Hie;  sheact^^d  as  my  cook;  she  was 
the  mistress  of  the  house. 

Q.  Do  i,ou  recollect  any  letter  or 
letters  direfjtcd  to  you  as  Mrs,  Dowler  > 


A.  No,  never ;  I  never  had  such  a 
thing. 

Q.  Was  Miss  Taylor  in   the  habit 
^  of  visiting  you  frequently  in  Glouces- 
ter-place ? 

A.  She  almost  used  to  live  con- 
stantly with  me  there,  she  would  be 
there  two  or  three  days  in  a  week  ; 
that  was  when  her  father'.s  misfor- 
tunes were  beginning. 

Q.  Wds  Miss  Taylor  in  the  habit 
of  dining,  when  she  was  there,  witU 
the  Duke  of  York  and  yourself-^ 

A.  Very  frequently. 

Q.  Do  you  recollect  the  names  of 
the  servants  that  used  to  wait  upoa 
you  at  dinner  in  general? 

A.  r  never  used  to  let  the  livery 
servants  come  into  the  room,  very 
seldom  or  never,  the  butler  in  gene-* 
ral ;  the  other  servants  used  to  bring 
the  tray  to  the  door;  but  she  has 
been  seen  in  the  drawing-room  bv  the 
maid-servants,  as  well  as  the  other 
men  and  the  butier. 

Q.  Had  you  a  foot-boy  of  the  name 
of  Samuel  Carter? 

A.  Yes,  I  had  ;  but  Colonel  WardlQ 
told  me  he  would  not  mention  that.  (A 
laugh.) 

Q.  State  whether  Samuel  Carter 
was  in  livery  or  not? 

A.   No,  he  never  wore  livery, 

Q.  Did  he  attend  your  carriage 
when  you  went  out? 

A.  Sometimes,  if  I  had  no  servant 
in  the  way ;  but  I  liked  to  spare  hiiu 
as  much  as  I  could'. 

Q.  But  he  was  in  '  the  habit  of 
waiUng'at  dinner  upon  the  Duke  of 
York,  yourself,  and  Miss  Taylor  ? 

A.  Yes,  he  was. 

Q.  He  constantly  waited  at  dinner 
during  the  period  he  was  in  your  ser- 
vice ?     A.  Yes. 

f  Q.   How  long  was  he  in  your  ser- 
vice ? 

A.  I  should  think  about  a  twelve- 
month, not  all  that  time  in  Glouces- 
ter-place. 

Q.  Where  did  he  live  before  he 
came  to  you  ? 

A.  With  Captain  Sutton. 

Q.  As  his  fpol-boy,  or  in  what  ca- 
pacity ? 


O    T.-     1 
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A.  Captain  Sutton  was  lame,  and 
he  was  every  thing  to  him. 

Q.  At  Glouee-ter-place  did  he  do 
the  work  jointly  with  the  other  foot- 
men ?     A,  Yes. 

Q.  Was  he  perfectly  well  known  to 
his  Ivoyal  Highness  the  Commander 
in  Chief? 

A.   Ves,  he  was. 

Q.  What  is  become  of  him  ? 

A.   He  is  in  the  West  Indies. 

Q.  Did  you  get  him  a  commlssioil 
in  the  armv  ?     A.  Yes  I  'did.    . 

Q.  In  what  regiment  did  you  get 
him  a  commission  ? 

A.  Where  he  is  now,  in  the  ICth 
foot ;  I  think  he  is  on^  of  the  Staff'. 

Q.  Do  you  know  why  the  Duke  of 
York  withdrew  his  protection  from 
you  ? 

A.  Mr.  Adam  states  that  was  in 
consequence  of  my  pleading  my  mar- 
riage to  a  bill  of  130/. ;  but  I  can  prove 
the  contrary  to  that,  as  I  had  done  it 
once  before,  and  he  knew  it ;  and  the 
man  had  sent  threatening  letters  to 
him,  and  to  the  whole  of  his  Royal 
Highness's  family  ;  his  name  is  Char- 
man,  a  siU'ersmith  in  St.  James's- 
street ;  I  have  my  own  opinion  of  the 
reparation, 

Q.  Did  his  Eoyal  Highness  assign 
any  reason  for  it  ? 

A.  No,  he  did  not ;  but  I  guess  the 
reason . 

Q.  Was  it  on  account  of  your  in- 
feerferences  in  military  pBomotions  ? 

A.  No,  it  was  what  Mr,  Adam 
slated,  vpon  money  mattei-s  ;  but  not 
that  one  of  the  bill. 

Q.  You  stated,  that  yon  had  been 
frequently  conversant  in  military  pro- 
iiiotions,  and  sometimes  successfullv  ; 
can  you  confidently  state,    and   risk 


Q.  Do  you  mean  to  state,  (hat  yotf 
did  not  say  that  Mr.  Dowler  was  your 
husband  ? 

A.  I  inight  have  said  so  very  pos« 
sibly,*but  never  serious,  because  they 
must  have  known  better,  whoever  I 
said  it  to. 

Q.  Did  you  or  did  you  not  ever 
say,  that  Mr.  Dowler  was  yoar  hus- 
band ? 

A.  I  think  it  is  ver}?  possible  I  did 
say  so,  in  the  manner  I  have  stated. 

Q.  Do  not  you  know  that  you  did 
say  that  Mr.  Dowler  was  your  hus- 
band ?     A.  No,  I  do  not. 

Q.  Did  you  not  assign  a  reason  for 
eeping  your  marriage  with   him  se- 
cret ? 

A.  1  do  not  recollect  that  I  did  ;  I 
could  only  have  said  it  to  some  one 
who  was  very  intimate  with  mt?,  and 
knew  all  about  me,  and  could  ha\'e 
no  view  in  it. 

Q,  Was  Mr.  Dowler  ever  ia  the. 
same  house  with  you  at  Hampstead  ? 

A.  Yes,  'he  was  very  frequently, 
during  the-time  he  was  in  England. 

Q.  Did  he  sleep  in  the  same  house  > 

A.  Y'es,  he  did,  several  times,  but 
not  with  me. 

Q.  Had  Mr.  Dowler  any  acq^iaint- 
ance  xvith  any  person  in  the  house, 
except  yourself? 

A.  There  was  no  one  there  except 
myself  and  my  children,  and  a  French 
young  lady,  and  Captain  Thompson. 

Q.  In  whose  house  were  you  at  that 
lijue.'* 

A.  Mr.  Nicholses  house. 

Q.  Do  you  mean  (o  say,  that  during 
the  time  you  resided  in  Gloucester- 
place,  a  part  of  iha  expences  of  the 
establishment  were  not  dcifrayed  by 
the  Duke,  besiiles  the  allowance  that 


your  veracity  upon  it,  that  the  Duke     he  paid  to  you  ? 


of  York  was  ever  privy  to  one  or  more 
of  tho^e  transactions  .'' 
A.  To  the  whole. 

(Bi/ the  Attorney  GexVeral.) 
Q.  Do  you  mean  to  state,  that  you 


A.  I  have  stated  all  I  can  recollect. 

Q.  Do  you  mean  to  say,  that  none 
of  the  bills  for  the  comstant  expences 
Yvere  paid  by  his  Royal  Highness? 

A.  Yes,  1  do. 

Q.  Did  not  his  Royal  Highness  pay 


aid  not  represent  that  Mr.   Dowler     fpr  the  furniture  of  the  houses 


was  your  husband  when  you  were  at 
Hampstead  ? 
A,  IS'o,  I  did  not  represent, 
5 


A.  1  did  not  mean  to  th«  t,  I  under- 
stood constant  expences;  1  do  not  put 
the  furniture  as  constant  expences. 

>  a.  Diet 
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Q.  DUl  not  tTie  Duke  pay  for  the 
furniture  ? 

A.  Yes,  all  of  it  except  tlie  gl|^s; 
I  believe  that  cost  nie  four  or  five 
hiiiulred  pounds.  The  chanckliers, 
those  I  paid  for  myself.  ; 

Q.  Did  not  his  Royal  Iligiiness  pay 
^or  the  wine? 

A.  He  sent  in  a  great  deal  of  wine, 
but  1  "bought  wine  myself ;  I  kept  a 
great  deal  of  company,  and  a  great 
deal  Was  drank. 

Q.  Do  you  mean  to  say  that  a  chief 
part  of  the  expences  for  wine  was  not 
iiefrayed  ie>v  his  Royal  Highness? 

A.  His  Royal  Highness  sent  in 
wine,  but  it  never  was  enough  ;  I 
jsarchased  wine  myself,  both  Claret 
and  Madeira  ;  and  even  that  he  did 
send  in,  he  used  Uj  scold  very  much 
that  it  went  too  fast. 

Q.  To  whom  did  you  apply  for 
thecommission  for  Sam.  Carter  in  the 
"loth  regiment  ? 

A.  To  his  Royal  Highness. 
Q.    Did   you    apply   to    his   Royal 
Highness   for  a  commission  fOr  Sam. 
Caiter  in  the  name  of  Samuel  Carter  ? 
A.  Yes;  it  was  his  real  name. 
Q.    Is  it  the  name  in  which   he  is 
gazetted  ?     A.  Yes. 

Q.  Was  that  the  name  by  which  he 
was   usually  called   in   yoiu'   fandly, 
and  even  to  his  Royal    Highness,  the 
Commander  in  Chief? 
A.  Yes,  it  was. 

Q.  Was  his  Royal  Highness  aware 
that  it  was  the  same  person  who  had 
occasionally  waited  upon  him  at  your 
table,  for  whom  you  asked  that  com- 
mission ?     A.  Yes,  he  was. 

Q.  Was  he  recommended  by  any 
body  beside  yourself? 

A.  No  ;  1 3Ui)pose  it  is  in  t!)e  Ofiice ; 
soine  one  has  recommended  him. 

Q.  What  interval  elapsed  from  the 
time  Carter  was   in   your  service  till 
>'  lie  obtained  the  commission  ? 

A.   I  should  think   he   was  living 
witli    me    near  a  twelvemonth  alto- 
gether,   not    entirely   in   Gloucester- 
place,    but  in   Tavistock-place    like- 
wise. 

Q.    Did   he  go   immediately  from 
your  service  into  the  army  ? 


A.  Yes  he  did. 

Q.  Did  his  Royal  Hign:'.css  see  Sa« 
muel  Carter  subseouent  to  his  bein^ 
cazetted  ? 
A.  Yes,  he  did. 

Q.  Did  he  speak  to  Samuel  Carter 
on  tiie  subject  of  his  haying  a  com- 
mission, either  before  or  after  he  ob- 
tained the  commission  ? 

A.  I  do  not  know  what  his  Royal 
Highness  said  to  him;  but  he-saw 
him  after  he  had  been  down  to  the 
Isle  of  Wight,  and  joined  the  depot; 
he  came  up  to  me  for  some  mone}, 
and  his  Royal  Highness  saw  him  in 
Gloucester-place. 

Q.  Is  Samuel  Carter  any' relation 
of  yours  ? 

A-  No,  not  at  all 

Q.  What  part  of  the  time  did  Car- 
ter live  with  you  in  Gloucester-place  r 
A.  I  should  think  tive  or  six 
months;  I  cannot  exactly  say,  but  I 
know  he  lived  with  me  many 
months. 

Q.  At  the  time  ISliss  Taylor  was 
dining  so  constantly  with  you  as  you 
represent,  was  Peirson  your  bu'Ji^r  ? 

A,  He  waited  upon  her  while  he 
was  tliere,  and  the  other  also  ;  Sam, 
Carter  has  been  waiting  while  she 
has  been  w  ith  us,  and  anotlier  butler, 
who  has  left  me. 

Q.  You  have  stated,  that  Samuel 
Carter  was  a  boy;  wdiat  age  was  he 
when  he  got  his  commi-.  sion  ? 

A.  I  called  him  a  boy  because  he 
was  short;  1  believe  lie  was 
eigliteen  or  nineteen,  of  a  proper  age 
for  the  commission. 

[I'lie  uitness  zuas  directed  to  zuith'- 
drazi'.'j 

(Thefolloivifiii-  qHcstioii'^  zvcre  then  pu-t 
to  IMr.  Adam.) 

Q.  It  appears  that  an  annuity  of 
40Q1,  a  year  was  to  be  paid  condi- 
tionally to  Mrs.  Clarke;  were  you 
consulted  bv  the  Duke  of  York  whe-- 
ther  that  annuity  should  or  not  be 
paid  ? 

A.  I  have  already  stated  all  I  kno'.v 
Fcspecting  that  annuity,  and  if  the 
hon.  gentleman  will  reter  to  the  evi- 
dence I  have  given,  he  will  iindthat 

1  know 
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1  know  nothing  about  the  payment  of 
the  annuity. 

(Bi/  Sir  James  Hael.) 
Q.  Do  you  confirm  the  statement 
made  by  Mrs.  Clarke,  t!iat  slie  had 
an  allowance  of  onh  1(^00/.  a  year  r 

A.  If  the  worthy  Baronet  will  take 
the  trouble  to  peruse  the  evidence  I 


have  already  given,  he  will  find  it  is 
perfectly  inconsistent  with  any  ac- 
count I  have  given  that  I  could  pos- 
sibly answer  that  question,  because  I 
am  totally  ignorant,  as  I  have  already 
said,  of  all  payments  made  by  the 
Duke  of  York,  except  those  which 
fell  under  my  cognizance  as  trus- 
tee. 


The  Chairman   was  directed  to  report  progress,  and   ask  leave 
to  sit  again.     The  House  adjourned  at  half  past  three  oclock-. 


SEVENTH 
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SEVENTH  DAY. 


TUESDAY,    FEBRUARY     I4thj       1809. 


On  the  motion  of  Colonel  Wakdle,  the  IIoHse  went  into 
a  Cqinmittee  further  to  investigate  the  conciiict  of  His  Royal 
Highness  the  Conimancfer  in  Ciiief. 

Colonel  Wardle  then  iniimatec!,  that  it  \va»  his  intention  to 
call  a  witness  who  could  speak  with  re^pect.  to  ilie  note  that  Pejr- 
son,  the  butler  of  Mrs.  Clarke,  mentioned  having  been  sent  out 
to   change    at   a    confectioner's;    iic    accordingly     called     Aiiis. 

BUIDGMAN. 


Q.  Do  you  recollect  any  thing  of 
Poirson,  the  butler  to  Mrs.  Clarke, 
calling  to  have  a  note  changed  the 
latter  end  of  July  ISOo  } 

A.  Yes,   I  do. 

Q.  ^t.ite  where  you  live. 

A.  No.  6,  Vere-street, 

Q.  hi  what  business  are  you  en- 
gaged ? 

A,  A  confectioner. 

Q.  State  exactly  what  passed  with 
regard  to  that  note. 

A.  1  cann(;t  recollect  exactlv  what 
passed,  but  I  did  not  change  the 
uoje, 

Q.  Do  you  recollect  Peirson 
bringing  a  note  to  be  changed  at 
that  time  ? 

A.  He  did  bring  a  note,  but  I  do 
not  recollect  seeing  the  note,  and  I 
did  not  change  it. 

Q.  Have  you  no  memorandums 
which  you  could  refer  to  ? 

A.   No. 

(%  Mr.  Perceval.)        ' 

Q.  Perhaps  you  do  not  know  the 

amount  of  the  note  .? 

A.  1  think  he  said  it  was  a  100/. 
note. 

Q.  You  did  not  see  it,  but  he 

Said  so  r 

A.  I  did  not  see  it. 


Q.  Do  you  recollect  with  an  pre- 
cision the  tiiu.",  the  day,  or  the 
month  in  which  it  happened  .? 

A.   I  do  not. 

Q.  Some  time  in  July  ? 

A.  1  cannot  say  what  time  it  was, 
but  I  recollect  the  circumstance  of 
his  coining  wiih  the  note. 

Q,  You  cannot  even  be  sure  as  to 
the  nion;h  In  which  it  took  place  ? 

A.   No. 

Q.  Was  he  fiequently  in  the  ha- 
bit of  coming  to  your  liouse  ? 

A.  Frequently,  to  order  things 
for  i\Irs.  Clarke. 

{By  General  LoFTus.y 

Q.  To  get  notes  changed  ? 

A.  I  iiever  recollect  his  changing 
any  thmg  more  than  a  small  note, 
which  might  be  to  pay  any  little 
bills  she  had  contracted. 

Q.  You  do  not,  of  your  own 
knowledge,  know  this  was  not  a 
fcmall  note  .? 

A.  No,  I  did  not  see  it  ;  he 
merely  asktd  m.e,  whether  1  could 
change  such  u  note. 

Q.  You  did  not  see  the  note,  and 
did  not  change  it  ?     A.    No. 

(B//  Mr.  Wilberforce.) 

Q.  Do  you  recollect  what  was  the 

largest 
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largest  note  you  ever  clianged  be- 
i'nre  for  him  ? 

A.  I  flo  nol,  butnoiieof  any  high 
amount  I  never  cliangi'd. 

Q.  Are  you  certain  thiit  Pt-irsou 
told  von  this  was  a  larm:  note  ? 

A.  To  t!ie  best  of  niy  recollection 
lie  said  a  J  00/.  note. 

(Bf/   Lord.  Folkstoxe.) 

Q.  Do  yon  recollect  whether  it 
was  in  the  summer  time? 

A.  I  cannot  say  positively,  but  I 
think,  it  was. 

(B>/  another  MEiviBER.) 

Q.  Do  you  not  c"d.rry  on  business 
in  pai'tnership  with  another  persoji  ? 

A.  There  is  another  person  in  the 
concen-i  with  Mv.  Bridgman,  but  not 
exactly  a  partner  ;  but  he  knew  no- 
thing of  the  transaction  of  the  note. 

Q.  Did  you  itj  general  have  the 
management  of  the  money  con- 
cerns, or  the  partner,  in  the  year 
iS05  ? 

A.  He  had  aioching  to  do  witti  it, 
he  was  in  the  country. 

The  icitncds  ziris  directed  to  usith- 

(Mr.  Alexander  Shaw  vjas  called 
in,  and  the  letter  from  Lieut. -Colo- 
nel Siiaio  to  Mrs.  Clarke,  given  in 
evidence  the  preceding  day,  being 
shevjn  to  him,  ,  he  ivns  examined  bij 
Mr.  Wardle,  usfolloivs:) 

.    Q,  Do  you  know  Colonel  Shaw's 

Iiand- writing  ? 

A.  1  think  I  ought  to  know  it. 
Q.   Do  you   know  that  to  be  the 

hand-writing  of  Colonel  Shaw? 
A.   I  think  I  know  it  to  be. 
Q.  Did  you  ever  see  hmi  write  ? 
A.  I  havcv 
Q.  Do  you  state   that  to  be  his 

hand-fvriting  ? 
A.  I  believe  it  is. 
Q.  Have   you    any   doubt  about 

it? 

A.  I   have  no  doubt  about  it ;  it 

is  very  like,  and  I  believe  it  is. 
Q.  Did  you  ever  see  Colonel  Shaw 

write  ? 

A^  Colonel  Sliaw   is  my  son,  it*,\d 

v;o   have    Ined   as    father   and   son 

ought  to  do  ;  as  good  friends. 


[_The  ivitness  zias  directed  to  ivith- 
draiv.'] 

(Mr.  Charles  Shaw  zcgs  next  called 
in,  and  examined  bj  Mr.  War- 
dle.^ 

^  Q.  Of  your  own  knowledge,  do 
you  know  that  200/.  was  remitted 
to  Mrs.  Clarke  on  account  of  Colo- 
nel Shaw  ? 

A.  No,  I  do  not ;  but  I  knovT 
that  300/.  was. 

Q.  Slate  at  wb^t  period  that<300/. 
was  remitted. 

A.  I  received  a  letter  from  Colo- 
nel Shaw,  mentioning  ihathe  wish- 
ed to  convev  300/.  fo  his  b  iend,  and 
requesting  that  1  would  recei^ve  that 
sum  of  Mr.  Coult's,  having  sent  me 
an  order  to  tnat  eflect,  and  that  {' 
would  send  it  by  a  carelnl  hand,  ad- 
dressed to  Mrs.  Clarke,  No.  !  8, 
Gloucester- place.  I  received  th(j 
money  from  Mr.  Coutts,  in  conse- 
(luence  of  the  order,  and  delivered  it 
nryself  at  tlie  door. 

Q.   When  was  that  ? 

A.  I  unfortnnately  have  kept  no 
papers  or  any  letters;  but,  incon- 
sequence of  the  summons  of  thi§» 
House,  I  called  at  Mr.  Coutt's  to- 
day, and  found  from  their  books 
that  I  received  it  on.  the  oth  of  xMay, 
1S0() ;  and  I  perfectly  recollect  that 
I  delivered  it  that  day  at  ISlrs, 
Clarke's  door. 

Q,  Was  this  a  remittance  from 
Colonel  Shaw  from  the  Cape? 

A.  From  Bath  ;  he  was  then  im- 
mediately to  leave  Bath  for  Ports- 
mouth to  embark  for  the  Cape  ;  the 
letter,  I  perfectly  recoll«^ct,  staled, 
that  though  he  had  received  his  «p» 
})ointment  through  the  influence  of 
his  friends 

Q.  Then  vou  have  o;ot  the  letter  } 

A.  1  unfortunately  have  it  not, 
for  I  destroyed  it  soon  after  he  era- 
barked;  but  I  perfectly  recollect 
that  he  stated,  that  thouah  he  had 
received  the  appoiiitment  through 
the  influence  ot  liis  own  friend,  MrS. 
Clarke  had  shewn  a  disposition  to 
«erve  him  ;  liiat  lie  had  already  paid 

.    "     her 
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tier  300/,  previous  to  this,  and  had 
received  an  application  for  the  last 
sum  by   way  of  loan,  and  that    he 
was  loth    to  refuse  her,  because  he 
believed   there  was  a  disposition  to 
serve  him,  though  the  appointment 
tame  certainly  through  the  inOuenCe 
of  his  friend,  whom  I  knew  to  have 
been  Sir  Harry  Burrard,  who  had  in- 
terested himself  very  much  upon  all 
occiisions   for  this   gentleman,    and 
that    the  appointment   was   got  by 
him;  but  thatj  as  thislady  has  shewn 
a  disposition  to  serve  him,  he  had 
in  consequence   sent  this  300/.  that 
it  was  expressly  given    by   way    of 
loan.       In  consequence   of   what  1 
read  to-day  in  the  news-paper,  that 
Mrs.  Clarke  declared  in  this  House 
that  this  gentleman  had  used  her  ill, 
and  had  not  fulfilled  all  his  engage- 
ments, I   beg  to   declare  from  my 
Own  knowledge,  and  I  am  ready  to 
bring  evidence   to   the   bar  of  this 
Hou5e»     that    Lieutenant  -  Colonel 
Shaw  is  a  man  of  as  high  honour  and 
as  good  an  officer  as  any  man  in  the 
King's    service,  and  is  incapable  of 
making  any  pecuniary  promise  that 
he  has  not  literally,  faithfully,  and 
honourably  supported.     1  beg  par- 
don, if  1  have  been  too  warm ;  but 
it  is  such  a  reflection  upoft  this  gen- 
tleman.    I   am  willing   to  produce 
officers,    from    his    Colonel    down- 
wards, who  will  state  that  he  never 
forfeited    an    engagement    he    had 
made  in   his  life ;    his  services  are 
well  known. 

[The  ziitncss  zuis  directed  to  idth- 
draiv.'] 

(CoLOVEL  Gordon'  ivas  calhd  in,  and 
examined  by  Mr.  Wardle.) 

Q.  Can  you  state  when  Major 
Shaw  was  appointed  to  be  Assistant 
Barrack- Mast^er  General,  and  at 
what  period  he  was  put  upon  the 
ha  If- pay  ? 

A.    i   Ijpg  to   asj?;  whether  you 
No.  10. 


would  wish  me  to  answer  that  qties- 
tion  as  it  is  put  to  me,  or  to  read 
the  whole  proceeding  respecting  Ma- 
jor. Shaw's  appointment,  from  th« 
iirst  to  the  last  .? 

Q.  Answer  the   question  at  first, 
as  it  is  put. 

A.  I  do  not  believe  that  I  have 
got  the  document  in  my  possession 
which  can  exactly  answer  that  ques- 
tion ;  it  must  have  been  about  the  i 
end  of  -March  1806*,  or  the  begin- 
ning of  April. 

Q.  Do  you  meaV  that  it  was  the 
end  of  March  J  SOS  or  the  beginnin--^ 
of  April  that  he  was  appointed  IW- 
rack-Master  General  ? 

A.  I  believe  he  was  appointed 
Deputy  Barrack-xMp.ster  General, 
and  placed  upon  half-pay  imme- 
diately afterwards. 

Q.  Do  you  know  how  soon  after- 
wards he  was  placed  upon  the' half- 
pay  .?    . 

A.  I  cannot  from  my  recollection 
at  this  moment  ascertain  the  dates, 
but  they  are  very  easily  ascertained  ; 
a  reference  to  the  Army  List,  or  the 
documents  in  the  office,  or  the  Ga- 
zette, would  ascertain  it  in  a  mo- 
ment. 

Q.  Are  there  documents  in  your 
office  that  would  ascertain  it  r 
A.  Yes,  there  are. 

{By  Mr.  Perceval.) 

Q.  State  any  thing  you  know  to 
the  Committee  respecting  the  appli- 
cati'>i}s  that  were  made  for  Colonel 
Shaw's  situation. 

A.  ^Vlth  the  permission  of  the 
House,  I  will  read  all  the  documents 
in  my  possession  with  respect  to  the 
appointment  of  Major  Shaw,  Lieute- 
nant-Colonel Shaw.  The  first  docu- 
ment is  a  letter  from  Lieutenant- 
General  Burrard  to  me,  dated  Au- 
gust the  nth,  ISOi  ;  it  is  not  dated 
where  from,  but  it  was  most  hkel/ 
from  the  Oiderly  -  Room,  in  the 
Guards. 

2  L  [Colonel 
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[Colonel  Gordon  read  the  letter.^ 

^  Dear  Sir,  "  Aug.  nth  1804. 

«^  I  am  so  much  employed  on  a  Board  of  Clothing,  that  I  can- 
not do  myself  the  pleasure  of  waiting  upon  you.  The  enclosed 
will  inform  you  of  the  situation  of  a  friend  of  mine,  whom  I  wish 
much  to  serve.  If  Col.  Clinton  is  in  London,  lie  can  tell  you 
exactly  how  he  stands;  as  can  Col.  Loraine. 

"  if  you  can  put  me  in  the  way  of  serving  him,  1  shall  be 
extremely  obliged  to  you.  He  has  served  long,  always  abroad, 
and  very  gallantly,  and  his  lather  was  a  brother  captain  and  friend 
many  years  back.  I  request  you  to  excuse  the  liberty  1  take  and 
trouble  I  give  you,  and  believe  me  truly. 

Your  most  obt 

Harry  Burrard." 

"  Lt.-Col.  Gordon, 
&c.  &c.  &c." 

*  The  next  document  is  my  answer  to  that  letter. 

[Colonel  Gordon  read  the  answer.] 
(Copy.) 

"  Dear  General,  '^  Horse-Guards,  l6th  August  1804. 

"  I  fear  that  your  wishes  in  behalf  of  Major  Shaw  cannot  be 
complied  with,  His  Royal  Highness  being  of  opinion,  that  he  must 
join  his  regiment  before  any  further  recommendation  in  his  favour 
can  be  attended  tq. 

Yours,  8cc. 
(Signed)        J.  W.  Gordon.* 
**  M.  General  Burrard, 
&c.  &c.  Sec.'' 

The  next  document  is  Sir  Harry  Burrard's  to  me,  August  the  27th. 

[Colonel  Gordon  read  the  letter.] 

"  IVIy  dear  Sir,  *'  August  27th,  1804. 

"  I  shall  be  obliged  to  jou  if  you  will  let  me  know  whether 
Clinton  has  spoken  to  you  about  Major  Shaw  ;  and  if  you  think  he 
may  be  likely  to  see  the  Commander  in  Chief  to-morrow.  He  has 
iound  a  major  of  the  39th  eager  to  go  to  Ceylon,  but  he  h 
himself  prepaiing  as  fast  as  he  can,  however  distressing  it  is 
to  him. 

I  am  truly  yours, 

H.  Burrard." 
The  next  is  my  answer  to  that  letter. 

[Colonel  Gordon  read  the  letter.] 
(Copy.) 

"  Dear  General,  "  Horse-Guards^  2Sth  August  1804. 

"  Clinton  spoke  to  me  with  much  warmth  about  Major  ShaW;^ 
but  having  twice  mentioned  his  name  and  wishes  to  the  Comman- 
der in  Chief,  1  cannot  again  venture  to  do  it. 

I  recommended 
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*'  I  recoramende3  Major  Shaw  to  speak  to  His  Royal  Highpess, 
and  state  his  situation. 

Yours, 

(Signed)        J.W.Gordon/' 

**  M.  General  Burrard, 
&c.  &c.  &c." 

The  next  letter  that  appears  upon  this  subject  is  from  Sir  Harry 
jBurrard  to  roe  on  the  £7th  ot  March  1S05. 

[Colonel  Gordon  read  the  letter.] 

(^ 

"  Private  and  confidential." 

*'  My  dear  Sir,  "  March  27th,  1805. 

'*  My  friend  Shavve's  health  is  by  no  means  re-established,  and 
his  family  still  in  extreme  distress  from  their  recent  losses  and 
misfortune.  I  could  therefore  wish  his  leave  to  be  extended  for 
two  months,  and  I  am  sure  it  would  prevent  infinite  distress  to  him. 
If  you  can  manage  it  for  me,  I  shall  be  extremely  obliged  to 
vou. 

"  1  have  heard  it  whispered,  that  it  was  possible  rank  could  be 
obtained  by  raising  men.  If  it  is  so,  and  ihis  could  be  allowed 
him,  it  would  most  materially  serve  him,  and  do  away  the  morti- 
fication I  am  afraid  my  want  of  skill  has  occasioned;  and  I  should 
not  have  to  reproach  myself  at  any  rate  with  want  of  success. 

"  I  am  afraid  his  leave  will  be  soon  out,  and  his  anxiet}^  will, 
of  course,  be  great.  Pray  excuse  the  trouble  I  give  you,  and- be 
assured  that  nothing  can  afford  me  more  pleasure  than  serving  you, 
;jis  1  really  am 

Your  oWiijed  hum.  serv*. 

Hakry  Burrard" 

The  next  is  my  answer  to  that  letter,  dated  the  28th  of  March. 

[Colonel  Gordon  read  the  letter.] 

(Copy.)  ''  Horse-Guards, 

"  Dear  General,  28th  March,  l805. 

'*  His  Hoyal  Highness  has  much  pleasure  in  complying  with 
your  request  for  a  prolongation  of  leave  of  absence  for  Major 
Shaw ;  which  leave  has  been  extended  for  two  months,  from  the 
expiration  of  his  present  leave,  and  the  same  has  been  notified 
to  the  Adjutant-General. 

"  At  the  same  time,  it  is  but  just  to  hint  to  Major  Shaw,  that 
there  is  a  duty  to  the  service,  to  which  the  Commander  in  Chief, 
however  anxious  His  Hoyal  Highness  may  be  to  relieve  the  dis- 

2  L  2  tresses 
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tresses  of  individuals,  must  give  attention  ;  and,  if  the  circnm- 
stances  of  Major  Shaw  are  such  as  to  preclude  him  from  joining 
on  so  remote  a  service,  he  should  retire  upoQ  the  half-pay  until 
some  more  favourable  opportunity. 

Ever  yours,  &c. 

(Signed)  J.  W.  Gordon." 

^'  P.  S.    There  is  no  intention  at  present  on  the  part  of  Govern- 
ment to  raise  men  for  rank  in  the  infantry." 

ff  U^  General  Burrard, 
&c.  Sec.  &c." 


The  next  is  from  General  Burrard  to  me  on  the   IQth  of  May 

5- 


oilo\vin«- 


[Colonel  Gordon  reafJ  the  letter.^ 

''  Speak  to  me" 

«  My  Dear  Sir,  *  "  May  1 0'^  i  sOj. 

,  '^  I  cannot  sufficiently  acknowledge,  in  General  Archer's  name 
and  my  own,  how  much  we  feel  obligation  to  His  Royal  High- 
ness ;  1  sincerely  hope  Archer  will  have  opportuniiy  of  evincing 
his  gratitude  and  zeal. 

''  Since  I  spoke  to  you  concerning  Major  Shaw,  he  has  called  ^ 
upon  me  to  inform  me  that  he  cannot,  conditionally  not  to  pr/y  if 
he  does  not  proceed  to  Indian  get  a  passage  secured,  and  that  the 
captains  require  400/.  Now^  as  he  is  led  to  have  some  hopes  still, 
that  an  opportunity  may  offer  to  promote  him,  from  what  His 
Eo3'al  Highness  so  graciously  said,  he  feels  a  reluctance  to  sink 
so  large  a  sum,  if  there  is  a  possibility  to  ^void  it.  If  you  could, 
therefore,  soon  again  recal  him  to  the  Duke,  he  would  abide  by- 
whatever  was  the  determination  of  His  Royal  Highness, 

Excuse  my  troubling  you,  and  believe  me  truly 

Your  faitl^ful  and  obliged  humhle  servant, 

Harry  Burrard" 

<^  D  Col.  Gordon." 


The  next  is  my  answer  to  that  letter. 

[Colonel  Qordon  read  the  letter.] 

<'  Dear  General,  "  Horse-Guards,  13^^  May,  1805." 

\^  I  have  laid  your  letter  of  the  iOth  instant  before  the  Com- 
'  mandejf- 
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mander  in  Chief,  and  am  directed  to  acquaint  you,  that  Ills 
Koyal  Highness  sees  no  prospect  of  any  early  opportunity  of 
complying"  with  Major  Shaw's  wishes;  and  that,  therefore,  it  is 
advisable   he  should  proceed  to  join  his  regiment  by  the  earliest 

conveyance. 

1  have,  8cc. 

(Signed)  J.  W.  Gordon." 

i^  V  Gen^  H.  Burrard, 
Sec.  &c.  &c." 

The  next  that    I   hold   hi    my  hand  is  March  1806,  from  Sir 
^arry  Burrard  to  me. 

[Colonel  Gordon  read  the  letter.] 

''  (Confidential.)" 

*'*  ]\Iy  dear  Gordon,  ^Tarch  26,  06. 

'^  I  hope  you  will  pardon  the  anxiety  of  a  soldier  to  get  proum- 
tion  ;  and  of  his  friend,  and  the  very  ancient  one  of  his  old  father, 
to  assist  him  in  it,  particularly  as  he  is  well  assured  of  his  zeal  and 
general  w^orth.  Under  this  [)resumption  I  enclose  a  letter  from 
Major  Shaw,  with  my  earnest  liopes  that  should  any  thing  turn 
up,  in  which  you  can  bring  his  name  forward,  that  he  may  not  be 
foro-otten.  i  enclose  it  for  your  private  reading,  and  request  at 
your  leisure  you  will  return  ir.  I  will  at  any  time  attend  you,  to 
prevent  you  the  trouble  of  writing,  or  rather  the  time  of  it,  for  £■ 
know  the  former  vou  do  not  mind.  Your  messen2;er  knows  Vvhci't^ 
to  find  me,  as  I  am  at  this  Orderly  Room  tor  two  or  three  hours 
most  days. 

I  am  truly  yom-s,  with  great  regard, 

Haury   B^jrkard," 


g-^  0.2  0-2 


The  inclosure  is  from  Major  Shaw  to  Sir  Harry   Burrard,  dated 
Pevensey  Barracks,  igtJi  March,   I8O6. 

[Colonel  Gordon  read  it.] 

(Inclosure.) 

'*"  Pevensey  Barracks, 
<f  My  dear  Sir,  19th  March,  1806. 

^^  I  fear  thviKj'OU  must  think  mo  presuming  on  your  many  kind- 
^  .    nesscs 
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jTfssesm  again  troublivig  jou,  and,  being  wilhont  apology^  I  most 
jely  entirely  on  your  <j^oaduess.  In  making,  however,  my  present 
lequest,  let  me  beg  tliat,  if  attended  with  any  circumstances  un- 
pletisant  to  you,  tliat  you  bestow  no  further  consideration^  than 
pardoning  the  liberty  of  my  having  made  it. 

"  [  shall  premise  with  stating,  that  previously  to  ray  removal  from 
the  Ceylon  Regiment,  His  Royal  Highnes*  had  been  graciously 
pleased  to  promise  me  promotion,  on  a  favourable  opportunity 
offering  ;  and  on  my  joining  the  40th  regiment,  I  repeated  my  de- 
sire of  purchasing,  to  which  I  now  stand  noted  by  a  letter  from 
Colonel  Gordon.  Having  had  further  assurances  given  to  me  of 
His-  Royal  Highness's  favourable  intentions,  in  the  admission  of 
Kiy  services,  being  now  nearly  23  years  in  His  Majesty's  army, 
that  my  cotemporaries  are  generally  Colonels  or  old  Lieutenant 
Colonels,  and  that  I  experienced  the  mortification  of  being  pur- 
chased over  by  an  ofiicer  from  another  regiment^  and  by  many 
years  my  junior  in  the  profession  ;  from  these  circumstances,  I 
am  induced  to  hope,  that  should  Colonel  Gordon  favor  me  by  bring- 
ing my  ease  to  His  Ro^^-^l  Highness's  notice,  that  I  might  beneSt 
by  some  mark  of  favour  in  the  military  arrangements  that  are 
expected  to  take  place.  It  is  in  this  expectation  that  I  venture  to 
trouble  you,  and  1  shall  feel  myself  sincerely  obliged  by  your  men- 
tioning to  Colonel  Gordon  (should  a  desirable  opportunity  offer) 
my  services,  disappointments,  and  present  hopes,  and  I  shall 
esteem  it  a  particular  favour  his  bringing  my  Case  at  this  period  to 
His  Royal  Highness'^s  remembrance. 

"  I  shall  no  longer  trespass  on  your  time  but  in  offering  my  be$l 
yespects  to  Mrs.  Burrard.     I  remain  with  sincere  gratitud«. 

My  dear  Sir, 

,     Yours  most  faithfully,  apd  much  obliges^ 

J.  Shaw/* 


The  next  letter  is  one  from  General  Burrard,  March  29tb,  i8o6. 

[Colonel  Gordon  read  the  letter.] 

*•  (Private.^ 

^'  My  dear  Sir,  ,  "  March  29*^,  oe^ 

"  To  shorten  the  business,  I  send  yon  Shaw's  letter,  which  i» 
nothing  more  than  to  say,  that  he  gratefully  will  accept,  if  the 
Deputy  Barrack-Mastercy  at  the  Cape  can  be  obtained,  with  the 
rank  of  Lieut-Co^,  and  go  there  in  three  weeks.  I  ex- 
plained f/?a^  ,•  and  also,  that  (if  it  could  b«  obtained)  he  would 

be 
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be  put  on  lialf-pay  as  soon  as  it  could  be  done.     His  reqiiest  is  to 
come  to  London  immediately,  if  he  can  succeed. 

I  am  truly 

Your  obligeil  servt, 
**  Pray  return  ye  letter."  H.  Burrard,'* 

"  'Lt-Coi  Gordon." 


♦J   o 

^.•x  o 
.  2  to 

as 

I  did  not  return  the  letter,  and  I  now  have  it  in  my  hand  ;  it  is 

a  letter  from  Colotiel  Shaw  to  General  Burrard, 

[Colonel  Gordon  read  the  letter.] 

(Inclosure.) 

*'  My  dear  Sir,  ''  Pevensey  Barracks,  l2Sth  March,  1806. 

"  I  am  just  honoured  with  your  letter,  and  I  trust  you  will  be- 
lieve that  I  feel,  though  I  shall  not  atteuipt  to  express  my  grati- 
tude, for  your  present  and  many  kindnesses  towards  me,  and  £ 
can  only  add,  that  my  sense  of  obligation  can  alone  cease  with  my 

existence. 

"  I  have,  as  far  as  the  present  time  allowed,  given  every  conside- 
ration to  the  proposal  you  have  made  me,  and  should  conceive 
myself  most  fortunate  in  succeeding  to  it,  and  should  be  ready  to 
proceed  in  the  time  you  mention.  I  have  only  to  request,  that 
should  the  decision  prove  favourable,  that  I  might  be  permitted 
an  immediate  leave  of  absence,  as  I  should  have  a  great  deal  to 
arrange  in  regard  to  my  family.  It  would  be  my  wish,  could  I 
procure  an  accommodation,  to  take  my  wife  and  two  of  my  chil- 
dren out  with  me,  and  to  leave  the  others  in  this  country. 

"  As  our  warning  for  the  post  is  very  short,  1  must  conclude, 
begging  my  best  respects  to  Mrs.  Burrard,  and  that  you  will 
believe  me,  with  every  sentiment  of  sincere  gratitude. 

Your  most  sincerely  and  faithfully, 
"  General  Burrard.'*  J.  Shaw," 


and,  as  soon  as  possible,  was  put  upon  half-pay.  1  have  further  to 
state  to  the  Committee,  that  when  this  subject  was  mentioned  in 
the  House  some  evenings  ago,  I  sent  to  Sir  Harry  Burrard,  to 
request  he  would  bring  to  his  recollection  all  the  circumstances  that 
took  place  upon  the  subject  of  Shaw'i  appointment.     Sir  Harry 

Burrard. 


27^ 

Brrrard  waited  upon  me  on  the  SOtli  of  January  tast^  and  put  tlii? 
paper  into  my  hands. 

[Colonel  Gordon  read  ttie  letter,  and  likewise  another  sent  to 
him  the  following  day  by  Sir  Harry  Burrard,  stating  the  origin  of 
that  othcer's'  acquaintance  with  Lieutenant-Colonel  Shaw,  his 
merits,  and  t'le  circumstances  under  which  he  was  placed,  and 
reviving  the  detail  of  the  apphcation  he  had  formerly  made  on  his 
behalf.] 

On  the  motion  of  Mr.  Charles  Adams,  the  witness  was 
ordered  to  withdraw,  and  th<it  gentleman  stated  the  propriety  of 
these  letters  being  proved  to  be  Lieutenant-General  Burrard's 
hand-writing,  before  they  could  be  produced  as  evidence. 

Mr,  Perceval  said,  he  had  some  doubts  as  to  the  propriety 
of  receiving  these  letters  as  evidence  at  all;  probably  the  best 
course  would  be  to  direct  them  to  be  put  out  of  the  minutes. 

T!ie  witness  was  recalled. 


{By  Mr.  Wardle.) 

Q.  In  the  first  letter  that  yoii  have 
read.  Colonel  Shaw  refers  to  some 
promises  made  him  of  promotion  by 
his  Roval  Hi2;hness  the  Commftiider 
in  Chief;  do  you  know  what  those 
promises  were? 

A.  I  cannot  state  exactly  that  I  do 
know,  but  I  supposed  diem  to  have 
been  the  usual  ansv*^ers  given  to  officers 
who  make  application  for  promotion, 
that  their  names  \vcre  noted,  and 
would  be  considered  with  the  names 
of  other  officers  of  eqilal  pretensions, 
when  future  opportunities  offered, 

Q.  You  do  not  know  of  any  other 
promise  which  Major  Shav*^  had  re- 
v:eived  ? 

A.  No,  I  do  not. 

Q.  Is  it  usual  for  field  ofiicers  on 
the  StatT  to  be  put  o»i  half-pay  ? 


A.  When  a  field  officer  accepts  a 
Staff  ap[)ointment  abroad,  a  perma- 
nent Staff  appointment,  it  is  usual  for 
him  to  be  placed  upon  the  half-pay; 
it  is  the  general  rule  of  the  army : 
there  are  exceptions,  which  I  can  ex- 
plain when  called  upon. 

Q.  State  the  exceptions? 

A.  The  best  wav  for  me  to  state  the 
exceptions,  would  be  to  read  to  the 
Committee  a  list  of  all  the  permanent 
Staff  situations,  and  to  state  all  that 
are  upon  half-pay,  and  who  are  not, 
and  why. 

Q.  Was  the  officer  who  held  the 
appointment  before  Major  Shaw,  on 
half-pay  or  full-pay  ? 

A.  If  I  recollect  right,  Major  Shaw 
was  the  first  person  who  held  it ;  he 
was  appointed  upon  the  capture  of  the 
Colony  of  the  Cape  of  Good  Hope. 


[Colonel  Gordon   delivered    in  a  list  of  the  Staff  Officers  on 
Poreign  Stations.] 
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LIST  OF  THE  STAFF  OFFICERS  ON  FOREIGN  STATIONS. 


I 

Adjutimt     General, 
Lt.Col.  SirW.Keir. 


Cornet  IjDis 2  June  1793. 

Lieut 19  Feb.      93, 

Capt.  6D.  G OJuly      94. 

\Iaj 6  Jan,       90.. 

Lt.  Col.   2^2  Drs 3  Dec.  1800. 

1  Pay ':5  June       02. 


EAST 
INDIES 


Deputy  Adj.  Gen. 
Lt.  Co"l.  Campbell,- 


33  llegt. 


Lieut.  73  F 30  Sept.  1788. 

74    1  Sept.     9(). 

Capt.  51 l4Junt  1800. 

^j-aj     oj 24  Nov.  180'i. 

1  Pay Ditto. 

F    27  Sept. 


33 


Lt.  Col (3  All 


C3. 
07. 


Ens.  46  F 26  Aug.  1786. 

Lieut 1  ^^-^y  1790- 

Qr.MasterGeneral,  JCapt.  55  F 3  June       95. 


Col.  E.clen,84Regt.^Maj.   79 ^^^  i^^^.      95. 

Lt.  Col 15  Aug.      98. 

84    11  Dec.  1806. 


Ens.  102  F. 

Lieut.  92 8  July  1792. 

1794. 


I 


Dep.  Qr.  Mr.  Gen.  ^  i  p 

Maj.    Johnson,    77 J  Ueui.  22  F.  ."'. 17  Dec.  1802. 

Regt.  ]  Capt.  61 9JLily   1803. 

77  3  Sept.  1803. 

iiVevetMaj Mar.  1808. 


! Lieut.  75  F 12  Nov.  1788. 
Capt.  57 3  Sept.  9:>.. 
^  75  '^8  Oct.  95. 
Mai  Ist.'Ce^nx^n  Rt 25  Apr.  1802. 
Lt.  Col.  3d,  Do 7  Apr.   1804. 


^ 


Laj. 
1^  oot. 


,                                      (En<  Ind     4  Dec.  1793. 

CEYLON pep.  Qr.  Mr.  Gen^  )  £^^;^^  g.  ^ 5  Dec.  93. 

1  Ma).  J.   Wilson,  12S(j^^    1<;          15  June  96. 

(,Maj.'  ...*.*. 27  June  1802. 

E^3liT.~ 18  Aug.  1790. 

Lieut..^ ••••31  Aug.      93. 

Capt 1  ^^Tt-  ,  95- 

^       ip  1802. 

18     *.'. 25  xMay       03. 

Maj,  43: .11  Aug.      04. 


I  Dep.  Adj.  Gen.  Lt. 
I  Col.  Sorel,  {  Pay. 


CAPE  OF     J 
GOOD  HOPE^ 


i  Pay  ..19  May 


08. 


Dep.  Qr.  Mr.  Gen. 
Lt.  Col.  Harcourt. 


Ens.  127  F 11  Dec.  1794. 

Lieut.  99 20  Ditto. 

16  Drs.  7  Apr.      9^. 

Capt.  20  F 22  Oct.       99. 

Mi40F.... —2^5.ec.      02. 


i  P 


Ditto. 


NO,  10, 


2  m 
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CAPE  GF      1  Dep.  Barrack  Ma^t. 
GOOD  HOPE\  General,  Lieut.  Col. 

Shaw,  i  Pay. 


Lieut.  77  F 55  Dec.  1787. 

Capt 24  Jan.    179«3. 

:\iaj.  1  Ceylon  R .5  May  1804. 

....  27 11  Sept.  1805. 

....40 25  Oct.       05. 

i-Pay 8  May      06. 


'Deputy  Adj.   Gen. 
Lt.  Col.  Darlujg. 


lylADEIRA  ... 


■Ens.  5  F 8  July 

Li'^ut.  5  F 2j  Sept. 

Capt.  63 30  May 

Maj.  Q.  M.  Gen.  Staff.. .31  Dec. 

., 84 IS  Aug. 

I  Pay '^5  Ditto 


17S0. 
i;b3. 
1795. 
1803, 
1808. 


Dep.  Qr.  Mr.  Gen. 

■Maj.  Austin. 


^. 


En<.  85  F 30  Jan.    ISOO. 

Lieut 22  ^u.y   180). 

i  Pay 20  Aug.  1803. 

...  69 13  ^ov.  1805. 

ipt.  58  F 28  Ditto. 


Deputy  Adj.  Gen. 
Lt.  Col.  liorsford, 
IS  Re^t. 


Ens,  67  F 15  Aug. 

Lieut.  67  F 14  Oct. 

Capt.  58 17  Sept. 

Maj.  54  4  June 


59  30  Au 


JAMAICA ^ 


Lt.  Col.  4  W.  I.  R 28  Aug. 

, ,.  18  , 26  Jan. 


1787. 
1790. 

94. 

96. 

99. 
1801, 

09. 


Dep.  Qr.  Mr.  Geu. 
Lt.  Col.  Myers,  70- 
Regt. 


Ens.  69  F 11  April  1795, 

Lieut.  40  22  Dec.      95, 

Capt 17  Jan.        99. 

....  23  D^; *, 28  May  1801. 

iPay 1802. 

....  16  Drs 25  May  1803. 

....  4  \V.  1.  R 24  Nov.  1804. 

.Mai.  70  1  Oct.  1804. 


c 

Qr.  Mast,  and  Bar- 1 
rack  Mast.  General,  a 
B.  Gen.  Gleditanes.  I 


Ens.  58  F 22  Feb.  1771. 

Lieut 28Apr.       74. 

Capt.  57 22  Sept.      83. 

xMaj 1  Mar.      94. 

Lt.  Col 1  Sept.      95. 


WEST 
INDIES 


Dep.  Qr.  Mast,  and 
Barrack  Ma^^t.  Gen. 
Lt.  Col.  Gordoji, 
Half-pay, 

Adjutant     General,  -J 
B.  Gen,  Ramsay.       ( 


■Ens.  60  F 6  Jan.    1781. 

Lieut 26  Nov.     84, 

Capt 10  July       94, 

Maj 16  May  1800. 

Lt.  Col 9  Mar.      02. 

1  Pay  f 4  Jan.       08. 


Lt.  Col.  York  Rangers... 25  May      95. 
60  F 30  Dec.      97. 


Dep.  Adj.  Gen.  Lt. 
Col.  Campbell,  54 
Regt. 


'Ens.  6  W.  I.  R 11  Aug.  1797. 

....  67  29  Oct.       98. 

Lt....57 23  Aug.      99. 

....  9a  , 1  Sept.  1800. 

Capt.... 4  June  1801. 

Maj.  43  ....24  Jan.    1805. 

....  54 20  Feb.   1806. 

.11  .     <  ■         ...     " — ':t~ * 

{continued.) 
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CANADA,. 


>?OVA 
SCOTIA 


MALTA. 


Ens.  82  F 13  May  1783; 

i  Pay July       84. 

32  4  Oct.    1886. 

,  i^Jeut.  32  F IS  Aug.  17go: 

Adjutant     General,  1  C'apt g5  Mar,      95. 

Lt.     Col.     Baynes,<;  Maj.  76  23  Apr.    1800. 

^ova  Scotia  Fenc.     I  Lt.  Col.  5.  F U  Sept.  1804. 

i  Pav ;..  May   1805i 

4G.  B 4  Dec.  1805. 

Nova  Scotia  Fenc. 

L  17  Sept.  1807. 


; 


Dep.  Adj.  Gen.  Lt. 
Col.  Clvbot,  Half- 
pay  24  Drs. 


Qr.  Master  General, 


Lt.     Col.     Kempt,y  Capt^  {{fy 
8 1  ivegt.  \  ~  -tr 


Cornet  18  Drs 30  Apr.   179j^. 

Lieut.   18  Drs 19  Dec.  1793. 

Capt 23  July       99. 

Maj.  27  F 24  Oct.       02. 

|P Ditto. 

18  Drs 18  Nov.      02. 

i  Pay 12  Feb.   1807. 

'    "'  "  ■"  ■  ».  ■  ■     111  ■      I  Ml  •   -X    « 

Ens.  101  F 31  Mar.  1783. 

Lieut , IS  Aug.  84, 

I  Pay .'. 85. 

Do  58  F 2  July  94. 

: 30  May  94. 

18  Sept.  94. 

iPay Mar.  98. 

e6F. 9  July  i8Q3. 

Lt.  Col.  81 23  July  1803.. 


Maj. 


Ens.  23  F -24  Sept.  1787. 

Lieut.  13 ,,....13  Sept.  1791. 

Capt.  1  \V.  L  R i  July  95. 

Tf  rvi  P  ..  1  P        \  ^i^j-  6  W.  L  R 3  Mar.  1804. 

Lt.Col.P)e,l-Pay.  j       J  32 ^  Aug.  1804. 

....  54  ;..... ,23  Nov.  1804. 

I  Pay 20  Feb.  1806. 


Dep.  Qr.  Mr.  Gen.. 


f  Em.  55  F 31  Aug.      93. 

Deputy  Adj.  Gen.  j  Lieut.  55  F 31  Jan.       94. 

Maj.    Bowyer,     59  )  Lieut.  7  F 24  Aug.  1795. 

Regt.  (.Capt.  59 ^5  July    1798. 


Dep.  Qr.  Mr.  Gen.  C 
Lt.  Col.  Tinling,  J 
I  Gds.  ^ 


Ens.  20  F I  June  1778. 

Lieut 3  Dec.  1785. 

Capt 14  Mar.  1794. 

1  Gds 15  Jan.       98. 


Ens.  51  F 30  Sept.  1795. 

Deputy  Adj.  Gen.  1  Lieut 2  June  1796. 

Lt.Col.  Sewell,  48<Capt.  62 4  Oct.  1797. 

Reet  i  M^j-  60 .....16  June  1803.- 

^*  '    48 24  Nov.      es. 


SEns.  33  F , 20  June  1783. 
44 21  May  88. 
Lieut,  44  F 31  Aug.  1793. 
Capt 2  Sept.  1795; 
Maj 14  Jan.    1802, 

^.        I    I  ii.i.ii       I  f  »a— .JIM.—. j».»^— »^» 

W  2  (.eominued) 
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StCiLY 


/  En>.  1  F.- 19  July   17S0. 

\    Lieut.  94  5  Dec.  8L 

'   Capt.  71 ..6  Mar.  83, 

{P 84. 

,   .  ,.  ^  ,/    73  F HJune  87. 

lAajntant    Genera,      j.j  Ors. 1 1  Feb.  88. 

M.  Gen.  Caiiiv.bell.  \    90  1.^ 10  j.„  95^ 

I   Maj. 1  Nfar.  96. 

:    Lt.  Col.  Cheshire  Fenc.  17  Nov.  pS. 

1  iP July  02. 

V  ^IF 16  Jan.  04. 


;  f  t:ns.  91  F 6  Dec. 

(.Deputy  Adj.  Gen.  I  Lieut.  48  F 'J  Jan. 

Lt.'  Col.  Airey,    8-^^  Capt 19  Nov. 

Foot.  f  Maj.  OsF 1  xMay 

VLt.  C0L8 4  May 


77a». 

782. 
88'. 
96. 
93 


IN 


Qr.  Mr.   Gen.    Lt 

I  Col.  Buni)ury,New- 
foundiand  Fejic. 


Uoi 


rEns.  2  F.  Gds 14  Jan.     1 

V  Capt.  16  Drs.,  16  Aug. 

.)  Mai.  9  W.  I.  l\ 11  Mar. 

(' 


Col.  Q.  M.G.Staff3l  Dec. 
, . ..  .Nev.  foundland  Fenc. 


28^  Mar. 


795. 
97. 
02. 


East  L\  dies:  The  Adjutant  General,.  liieutenant  Colonel  SW 
W.  Keir,  upon  the  half  pay  :  llie  Deputy  Adjutant  General  is  Lieu- 
tenant Cujonel  Campbell,  of  the  3.-)d  Regiment;  he  is  not  placed 
upQn  half-pay,  because  his  Regiment  is  upon  the  station  :  (Quarter- 
master General,  Colonel  Eden,  of  the  84th  llegiment;  the  Regi- 
ment is  serving  upon  the  station,  he  is  not  placed  upon  the  half- 
pay:  the -Deputy  Quarter-master  General,  Major  Johnson  of  the 
77th  Regiment;  that  is  an  exception  ;  the  Regiment  is  now  return- 
ed to  England. — At  Ceylon,  the  Deputy  Adjutant  General,  Lieu- 
tenant Colonel  Brownrigg;  his  Regiment  is  servings  upon  the  sta- 
tion :  Deputy  Quarter-master  General,  Major  Wilson;  his  Regi- 
men: is  serving  upon  the  station. — The  Cape  of  Goon  Hope, 
Lieutetiar.t  Colonel  Sorel,  Deputy  Adjutant  General;  on  half- pay; 
Deputy  Quarter-master  General,  Lieutenant  Colonel  Harcourt, 
on  half-pay:  Deputy  Barrack-master  General,  Lieutenant  Colonel 
Shaw,  upon  half-pay:  those  are  the  only  three  Staff' Othcers  at  the 
Cape. — The  Island  of  Madeira  ;  Deputy  Adjutant  General,  Lieu- 
tenant Colonel  Darling,  on  half-pay  :  Deputy  Quarter-master 
General,  Major  Austin;  he  is  a  Caplain,  with  the  brevet  raiik  of 


M 


ajor. 


he 


js  not  upon  half-pay. — Jamaica:  Deputy  Adjutant 
General,  Lieutenant  Colonel  Horsford  ;  his  Regiment  is  serving 
there  with  him:  Deputy  Quarter-master  General,  Lieutenant 
Colonel  Meyers;  his  Regiment  is  serving-  in  the  West  Lidies.- — 
West  Indies:  'Quarter- master  and  .  Barrack-master  General, 
Brigadier  General  Gledstanes,  on  hall-pay :  Deputy  Ditto,  Lieu- 
tenant Colonel  Gurdon,  on  the  half-pay:  The  Adjutant  General, 
Briia:adier  General  Ramsay;  his  Rc^iiiment  is  servins:  there  :  The 
i)epulv,  Lieutenant  Colonel  Campbell  of  the  54th  Regiment,  his  ! 

*  Regiment  | 


Tl 


Rcoimcnt  is  servin.s:  there.— Canada  :  Afljutant  General,  Lieu- 
tenant Colonel  Baynes  of  tbe  Nova  Seotiu  Ftncibies;  Ui.s  Regi- 
njent  is  servinc;  tliere  :  Deputy  Lieutenant  Colonel  Cliabot  on  half- 


)av  •  this  othcer  served .witti  tiie  lareoir  uaipu  iiueicioiuuic  m  cm 
,iis  campaifrns;  he  succeeded,  on   the   death  of  '3ir  Ka'.ph  Aher- 
cromhie,  tS   be  Confidential  Secretary  and  Aid-de  Can.p  to  Lord 
thitchinson  ;  he  afterwards  served  vvilh  Sir  John  Moore;  he  had 
the  honour  to  command  the  Light  Infantry  in  the  battle  ofMaida; 
he  was  honourably  mentioned  in  the  General's  Dispatch,  and  con- 
tributed as  much  as  any  officer  to  the  defeat  of  tbe  Enemy  on  that 
day  he  will  be  speciaflv  exempted  from  this   rule:  The   Deputy 
Quarter-master  Generaf  is  Lieutenant  Colonel  Pye.  ^  I  beg  to  stale 
to  tbe  House  he  is  a  near  relation  of  mine;  but  he  is  on  the  hali- 
pav— Nova  Scotia:   Deputy  Adjutant  General,  Major  Bowycr; 
he^is  excepted;  he  is  the  son  af  the  late  General  Bowyer,  the  eldest 
Captain  in  the  jQth  Re<j^iment,  and  has  been  ordered  to  jom  his 
Regiment:  The  Deputy^  Quarter-master  General,   is   LieutenanL, 
Cofonel  Tinliap-,  of  the   1st  Guards;  he  is   a   Lieutenant  m  the 
Guards    not  a  Regimental  Field  Oliicer.-M  alta  :  the  Deputy 


Resiment;  his  Regiment  is  serving  m  the  Mediterranean.- 
SidLY-  Adiutant  General,  Major  General  Campbell ;  a  General 
Officer,  it  is  not  usual  to  place  upon  .the  hall-pay:  the  Deputy 
ditto,  Lieutenant  Colonel  Airey,  81  h  foot:  this  officer  also  has 
been  specially  excepted  ;  and  it  is  not  intended  to  put  him  upon  the 
baUVpay  •  he  has  been  Confidential  Secretary  and  Aid-de-Camp  to 
General  Fox,  and  General  Mackenzie  Frazer ;  and  is  one  ot  the 
olde^tand  most  meritorious  officers  in  the  Army:  1  he  Quarter- 
ma-^ter  General  is  Lieutenant  Colonei  Bunbury:  this  officer  also 
di.tinpuished  himself  in  the  battle  of  Maida;  was  specially  mea- 
•tioned  in  the  General's  Dispatch;  and  it  is  not  intended  to  place 
him  upon  half-pay. 

(iJ;/SiRG.  Warrender.)  o'.hcr  staff  oHicers  at   the  Cape    are 

Q    How    many    of   these    officers  Lieut     Col.     Sorel  and   Lieut      Col 

^    now    jimuj  Har^o'.irt  •  were  ether  of  those  orticers 

holding  stair  s.tuabons,  whoareupon  "^J^^^^'.^^^^.  ,,„   ^^        ^ceived 

kalfpiiv  uow,  were  oil  halt-pay  pre-  '  P°"    "-"'.P,'    "•  ,           •' 

.vio.,s'^taa.,cl  at  the  ti,.e  they  .ere  ,p.  ti.-e  ^^^^^^  „„,_  „     .  ,.,^, 

pointed  to  those  staff  situations?  A.  ^^"'  /"J>      "^  .         '  ,     '          j 

A.  Speaking  to    the    best   of   my  put  upon  ''f  ?;'>,;'"=!,•, '.^^,7^; 

knouie  We,  1  helieve  when  they  were  gave  in  will  state  it  ^'-^'ctl)  ,  audi  uo 

^pointed  t'o  their  staffsitiiations,  .hey  belief     wit     .he  exception   oJ_^  S. 

M^ere   every  one,  without  e-xception,  ^^ ''^'^'"  *^*-"' '"2.1,p  or  two  eNXtu- 

on  full  pav.  P^y  ;  ^^^^^  ^"'>'  ^'  °"'  °'  ^   ^         ^ 

Q.  Was  Sir  William  Keir  upon  full?  tious. 

A.  Sir  William  Keir  was  not.  Q-  Doe.  Mi   wmiara   ik.i 

Q..  You   have  stated  tM  tl2«  two  his  haH-pay  .                            ^   ^._^^^ 


27 
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A.    That  is  a  financial  question 
that  I  can  only  answer  as   matter  of 
neneral    informntioi)  ;   I    be'-eve    he 
docs  iiot,    as  he  has  applied  for  it, 
and  I  believe  he  does  not  receive  it. 

Q.  Am  t  correct  in  supposin^j;  that 
Colonel  Kempt  was  appointed  Quar- 
ter-master General  in  Canada,  on 
the  commendation  of  Sir  James 
Craig  ;  Colonf^l  Kempt  being  at  that 
time  absent  in  Sicily  ? 

A.  Yes,  he  was ;  Colonel  Kempt 
had  no  not'on  of  his  appointment 
until  it  was  intimated  to  him. 

Q.  Am  1  correct  in  supposing 
that  Colonel  Kempt  would  have  de- 
clined that  situation,  if  it  had  in- 
terfered with  his  situation  as  Lieut. 
Col.  of  the  8 1st.  Regiment? 

A.  I  am  (piite  positive  of  it,  for 
he  repeatedly  assured  me  so. 

(B>/  another  Member.^ 
Q.  Is  the  D<  puty  Quarter-master 
General    in  Sicily   on  full  pay,    or 
does  he  receive  any  other  pay  than 
«  lliat  of  his  staff  situation  ? 

A.  I  do  n(;t  knov;  that  he  does;  I 
Ijelieve  that  he  receives  merely  the 
pay  for  his  stall"  situation,  and  will 
be  placed  upon  the  half-pay  in  ad- 
<2i.tion  to  that  as  soon  as  an  oppor- 
tunity can  be  found,  but  at  present 
Ije  is  aggrieved  by  not  f^ven  having 
the  ha-l^-pay  ;— that  is  Lieut.  Colo- 
nel Campbell. 

(Bt/  Lord  Folkstoxe.) 

Q.  Have  the  Staff  Officers  whom 
you  tneiition  as  being  on  half-pay, 
been  on  half- pay  ever  since  they 
have  held  those  staff  situations? 

A.  I  believe  I  have  stated  to  the 
House,  that  to  the  best  of  my  re- 
rollection  they  were  all  upon  lull 
pay  when  they  vvere  ap[)ointed,  and 
were  placed  upon  half-pay  as  soon 
as  possible  afterward^. 

Q,  Immediately  upon  their  re- 
ceiving their  staff  appointments  they 
v^ere  placed  upon  half- pay  ? 

A.  As  soon  as  possible  afterwards; 
the  Commander  in  Chief  has  it  not 


in  his  power  to  place  ar>  officer  upon 
halt-pay  wlieneverhe  pleases,  there 
must  be  a  vacancy  on  the  half-pay 
establishment. 

Q.  1  understoofl  you  to  say  that 
nn  ollicer  of  the  name  of  Bowyer  iti 
the  >Ve.st  Indies  was  on  the  full  payj 
holding  a  staff  appointn^.erit ;  what 
staff  aptjointrijeut  does  he  hold  ? 

A,  I  tsaid  that  Major  Bowyer  wag 
Deputy  iUljutant  General  in  tha 
West  ladies,*  and  he  is  the  eldest 
captain  of  the  5yth  Regiment,  he 
ii;i.s  been  ordered  to  join  his  re<ii- 
n-.ent,  or  he  will  be  placed  upon 
the  half-])ny. 

Q.  What  re£',?ment  did  Colonet 
Shaw  belong  to  before  he  received 
his  staff  appointment  ? 

A.  CcJonel  Shaw  exchaiic:ed  frorrr 
one  or  two,  but  I  believe  it  is  the 
4-Oth  Regiment. 

Q.  J^id  General  Burrard  com- 
mand a  battalion  of  the  Guards  at 
t.hat  time? 

A.  He  conmianded  the  brigade 
of  Guards  in  London. 

Q.  Did  you  state  those  docu- 
ments which' you  read  to  be  all  the 
documents  respecting  the  appoint- 
ment of  Major  Shaw  ? 

A.  They  are  all  that  I  know  of, 
in  my  present  recollection. 

Q.  All  those  that  are  in  the  offlcej 

A.  Upon  my  word  I  believe  so. 

Q.  Is  it  customary  to  appoint  an 
ofKcer  to  any  staff  appointment  or 
any  advantageous  situaiiou,  with- 
out inquiring  of  the  oflicer  com- 
manding the  regiment  to  whom  he 
belongs,  what  has  been  the  conduct 
of  that  oOfcer? 

A.  That  is  the  general  mode  to 
apply  to  the  officer  conmimanding 
the  regiment;  but  Major  Shaw  had 
not  been  in  the  4nth  regiment  six 
months,  if  my  recollection  serves 
me  right,  and  General  Burrard 
states  tliat  l>e.  knew  him  from  a  boy. 

Q.  Is  it  not  customary  to  apply 
to  the  General  Officer,  who  is  colo- 
nel of  the  regiment,   in  such  cases  ? 

A,  No,  I  cannot  say  that  it  is; 

Uie 
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the  colonel  of   tlie    rec-imcnt,    not     ble  thatjn  India  be  bad  obtained 

being  with   his  ret^imt^nt,  he  is  very     the  pulronagc  ot  Sir  James  Cra^g. 

oft  Ml   not  so  pv(h\   a  judge  ot   the  ^o     r^,  t 

.    .     ^  ,v,        •'    .f       re  (Bit  General  Loftus.  ) 

merits-  of  the   olFicer  ae  llie  officer  ^  ^ 

actually   lu  the  command  of  it,  or  .  ^    I>o  you  l^i^ow   Colonel  Mey- 

many  other  officers  with  whom  the  ^'^'^^  Shaw  ? 

individual    may    have    previously  A.  There  is  a  Colonel  Shaw  who 

gg^^^jj^  h{^  just  been  removed  into  the  7<)ih 

Q    in  point  of  fact,   no  applica-  Hegiment,    I   believe   his   name   is 

tion   in  this   case  was  made  to  anv  Meyrick  Shaw, 

person  but  to  Generalburrard?     '  Q-    Do  you  recollect    his    being 

A.  (Jeneral   Hurrard  mentions  in  confidential  Secretary  to  Lord  Wcl- 

his   letter  that  he  had   Sir  James  Lesley  in  India,  then  a  Major. 

Craig  for  his  friend,  and  1  have  en-  A.  I  rathar  think  that  he  did  hold 

dc^avoured  to  bring  to  my  recollec-  some  appc-intment  undrr  Lord  Wel- 

tion   whether  Sir  James  Craig  h.d  Lesley,  as  Lord  Welle^ley  has  more 

ever  spoken  to  me  about  Shaw;  I  than  ouce  recommended  him  to  the 

cannot  bring  to  my  n  collection  that  notice  of  the  Commander  in  Chief, 

he  did,   but  It  IS  possible  that   he  Q-  Do  you  recollect,  thatin  con- 

jy,,(,^(^^                      »  sequence  ot  his  purchasing  the  Lieu- 

h.  Had  Colonel  Shaw  ever  served  tmnnt  Colonelcy  of  a  regiment  not 

unoer  Sir  James  Craig  ?  i"  Jii<l''a»  l»«  was  put  upon  half-pay. 

A.   I  really  know  no  more  of   it  A.  Yes,  I   think  I   recollect  that 

than  exactly  what  Sir  Harry  Bur-  perfectly,    that   he   purchased    the 

rard  states  "in  his  letter;  it  is  most  Lieutenant  Colonelcy    ot  the  31st 

likdy  he  had,  for  he  had  served  a  Ueginu-nt. 

ercut  deal  m  India,  and  it  is  proba-  Q-   Whnl  h^d  been  t lie  recent  ser- 

vices  of  Lieuii^nani-Coionel  bliavv  ? 

This  question  was  objected  to  by  MR-  P£Kckval,  and  the  witness 

ordered  to  withdraw, 

Mr.  PhRCKVAL  then  observed,  that  the  Hon.  Gentleman  seemed 
now  to  be  enquiring  into  the  merits  of  several  officers,  and  whether 
there  had  been  a  proper  exercise  of  the  judgement  of  the  Commander 
in  Chief  in  making  promotions.  He  did  not  think  any  chartre  jus- 
tified this  consideration,  or  should  lead  them  in;o  an  inquiry  how  far 
the  existing  regulations  should  be  altered.  This  did  not  seem  to  hiin 
to  be  the  proper  course,  as  it  would  probably  cany  the  House  inro  a 
very  unpleasant  investigation,  and  draw  answers  from  the  witnesses, 
which  might  be  totally  irrelevant  to  tiie  question. 

Mil.  WiiiTCREAD  said,  he  did  not  at  all  doubt  the  unpleasantness 
of  the  investigation,  but  at  the  same  ti:..e  he  dul  not  doubt  the  pro- 
priety and  con.petency  of  the  question.  He  wished  the  House  to 
consider  what  they  were  really  investigating,  'i'his  Col.  Gordon  had 
stated,  that  there  were  panicular  rule^  in  regard  to  army  promotions. 
It  was  therefore  compcrent  to  the  Hon  Gentleman  to  ask,  whether 
those  rules  had  been  complied  with?  Kor,  wiil.out  that,  it  was  im- 
possible for  him  to  prosecute  his  inquiry.  It  v.  as  very  probable  that 
pol.  Gorcun  would  be  able  to  state  some  great  services,  for  those 
various  appointmeiU'?  he  had  alluded  to.  He  ^apprehended  this  was  a 
particular  case  in  point,  in  which  a  Lieut.  Colonel  had  been  appointed 
to  the  command  of  a  regiment,  in  a  n^anner  not  consistent  witn  the 

-  distinct 
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distinct  line  of  practice  that  had  been  stated  by  Colonel  Gordon. 
Upon  that  ground  he  found  himself  nndei  the  hecesGJty  of  defending 
the  question  now  proposed.  It  was  true,  if  no  beneficial  conse- 
quences were  likely  to  result  from  such  a  question,  every  man  must 
"wish  to  suppress  it,  and  particularly  after  such  an  answer  as  that 
which  the  witness  had  now  aiven.  The  Hoiise  was  alto;:ether  en- 
^aged  in  a  most  painful  investigation,  but  it  was  such  an  cync  that 
ihey  must  discharge  their  duty  in  every  pait  of  it. 

Mil,  Perceval  siiil  thought  that  it  had  not  been  stated  in  any  of 
the  charges  that  a  mode  of  appointment  had  been  adopted  contrary  to 
the  established  course,  and  therefore  he  would  recommend  to  the 
JHonouiable  Gentleman,  that  he  would  first  of  all  introduce  the  in- 
qu.ry,  by  asking  the  officer  at  the  Bar,  whether  or  not  the  appoint- 
jtteni  had  teen  coiitjary  to  the  regulations?  Upon  these  grounds  he 
should  not  oppose  the  prosecution  of  the  mode  of-inqijirv. 

Mr.  WurxBREAD  said,  he  entirely  concuried  in  what  the  Right 
Hon.  Gentlernan  had  suggested. 

jMr.  Wardle  also  expressed  himself  satisfied  with  the  line  of  pro- 
ceeding pointed  out ;  but  it  was  a  positive  assertion  of  Colonel  Gor- 
don, some  time  ago,  that  if  Colonel  Shaw  was  a  junior  officer,  his 
api)ointment  was  contrary  to  the  ordinary  regulation  of  the  service. 

Colonel  Gordon  was  then  recalled,  and  interrogated  by  Mii, 
Wardle. 


Q.  Was  there  any  deviation  from 
the  ordinary  practice  of  ibe  army 
in  t,htj,  appointiuent  of  Colouei 
Aleyric^-:  Shaw  to  the  Lieutenant 
Colonelcvof  the  76th  Kegimenl? 

A,  None  whatever,  it  was  the 
constant  practice;  I  stated  I  believe 
in  my  evidence  some  nights  ago, 
that  iL  was  the  rule  oi  the  army 
that  a  junior  officer  hliould  not  be 
placed  over  the  head  of  a  s^nHor  of- 
ficer of  the  same  rank,  tliat  is,  the 
junior  Major  of  one  regiment  should 
liot  be  put  over  the  head  of  the  se- 
nior Wfijor  in  another ;  but  Lieu- 
tenant Colonel  bhdw  Avas  a  Lieu- 
tenant Coloticl,  and  he  was  placed 
on  the  Lieutenant  Colonel's  vacan- 
cy over  the  head  of  the  Major;  that 
is  the  constant  practice  of  tf'^e  arn^y, 
there  has  Uten  no  deviation  what- 
ever in  it. 

Q.  Do  you  know  -what  recom- 
mendation Mr.  Samuel  Carter  had 
for  his  Lnsigucy  in  the  lO'th  rcgi- 
inent. 

A.  Yes,  I  do. 


(Bf/  Mr.  Wellesley  Pole.) 

Q.  What  is   the  date  of  Major 
Covell's  commission  as  Major  in  the 


army  ? 


A.  August  LS07. 

Q.  Lrom  what  date  does  Lieu- 
tenant Colonel  Shaw  take  rank  as  a 
Lieutenant  Colonel  in  the  army  ? 

A.  I  should  tliink  lie  has  been  a 
Lieutenant  Colonel  rather  better 
than  three  years,-  I  have  no  docu- 
ment by  me  tliat  will  state  that  ac- 
curately. 

Q.  bo  you  know  that  Colonel 
Meyrick  Shaw  was  a  great  many 
years  a  commissioned  olhcer  in  the 
East  India  Couipany's  service,  be- 
fore he  came  intg  Mis  Majesty's  Re- 
gular service  ? 

A.  1  do  not  know  it  from  my  own 
knowledge,  I  have  heard  the  very 
best  character  of  Colonel  Shaw, 
frdm  various  oilicers. 

Q.  Do  you  know  whether  he  was 
removed  to  the  half  pay  without  re- 
ceiving a  ditierence  ? 

A.  1  believe  he  was. 

Q.  I9 
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Q.  Is  it  not  a  regulation,  or  at 
least  understood,  that  whenever  an 
officer  is  placed  upon  half-pay  with- 
out receiving  a  difference,  Govern- 
ment is  in  some  degree  pledged  to 
place  him  upon  full  pay  as  ?oon  as 
a  favourable  opportunity  offers? 

A.  The  Commander  in  Chief  has 
invariably  been  governed  by  that 
rule. 

{By  Sir  James  Pulteney.) 

Q.  Do  you  know  whether  I   (the 


Secretary  at  War)  took  a  particular 
interest  in  Lieutenant  Colonel  So- 
rel? 

A.  With  the  greatest  deference 
to  the  Right  Honourable  Gentle- 
man who  put  that  question,  I  may 
say  that  he  importuned  me  upon  it. 

Q.  Did  I  (the  Secretary  at  War) 
importune  you  to  solicit  His  Royal 
Highness  to  keep  that  officer  upon 
full  pay,  as  long  as  he  could  with 
propriety  be  kept  in  that  situation? 

A.  Yes,  certainly. 


A  question  was  then  put  to  witness,  whether  he  knew  an  insfance 
of  a  private  in  the  Dragoons,  from  his  great  merit,  having  been  pro- 
moted to  the  rank  of  a  Captain,  and  having  in  consequence  com- 
manded officers  whom  he  had  formerly  obeyed,  when  Colonel  Wood 
spoke  to  order.  He  said,  if  such  inquiries  as  these  were  proceeded 
in,  the  business  of  the  Committee  would  never  end:  besides,  in  pur- 
suing this  line  of  conduct,  the  House  were  trenching  upon  the  prero- 
gative of  the  Crown ;  and,  he  supposed,  no  one  would  assert,  that 
the  right  of  appointing  officers  was  not  vested  in  the  Crown. 

Mr.  Smith  said,  if  his  recollection  did  not  fail  him,  Colonel  Gor-. 
don,  on  a  former  examination,  in  stating  the  regulations  of  the  King's 
army,  had  said  that  which  the  present  inquiry  made  doubtful,  and 
threw  some  imputation  upon  his  consistency,  if  these  regulations  had 
been  attended  to. 
SiPw  G.  Warrender  observed,  that  he  could  not  help  noticing  the 
objections  to  questions  from  that  side,  while  othej-s  were  uninter- 
rupted;  he  particularly  alluded  to  questions  which  had  been  recently 
put  by  a  Right  Honourable  Gentleman  on  the  other  side. 

Mr.  Wellesley  Pole  said,  as  the  questions  he  had  put  had  been 
so  pointedly  alluded  to,  he  must  observe,  that  he  only  wished  to  shew 
Lieut.  Colonel  Shaw  had  been  a  Lieut.  Colonel  before  Major  Covell 
had  attained  the  rank  of  a  Major. 

Mr.  ^turges  Bourne  and  Mr.  Yorke,  disclaimed  all  idea  of  par- 
tiality ;  and  an  Hon.  Member,  under  the  gallery,  said,  he  recol- 
lected, that  when  Colonel  Gordon  stated  the  regulations  of  the  army, 
-he  made  exceptions  for  special  instances,  and  should  be  very  sorry 
any  wrong  impression  oi  that  gentleman's  conduct  should  be  received 
while  it  was  in  his  power  to  vindicate  him. 

Colonel  Gordon  was  again  called  in  and  examined  by  Mr. 
Smith. 


Q.  Do  you  know  Captain  Brun- 
ker,  who  either  is^  or  lately  was  Pay- 
master of  the  5th  Dragoon  Guards? 

A.  I  cannot  say. that  I  have  that 
pleasure. 
^'o,   II. 


Q.  Do  you  not  know  tluit  that 
officer,  who  is  a  vVry  meritorious  of- 
ficer,, was  formerly  a  private  in  that 
regiment  ? 


I  have   already 
2  N   '" 


said 


that  I 
have 
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.J)3ve  not  the  plea«?uro  of  knoU'ing  him 
zt  all. 

Q.   Do  you  knoiN^'  Mrs.  Clarke  ? 

A.  I  never  had  the  pleasure  of  see- 
ing Mrs.  Clarke  till  I  saw  her  at  the 
bar  of  this  House,  two  evenings  ago. 

Q.  In  the  series  of  correspondence 
Vhicli'vou  have  r*>tid  between  Gene- 
ral ButTdrd  and  yourself,  there  is  a 
letter  some  time  towards  the  28th  of 
March,  wherein  General  Burrard,  in 
t!ie  most  earnest  manner,  renews  his 
solicitition  on  behalf  of  Major  Sha^v, 
and  a  note  is  made  upon  that,  desiring 
to  see  General  Burrard  that  evening, 
•r  early  next  morning  ;  did  you  see 
General  Currard  in  consequeiiCe  of 
Hiat  desirf'  so  expressed  ? 

A.  I  think  it  is  mo-^t  certain  that  I 
saw  him,  for  his  next  letter  contains 
an  answer  to  something  I  must  have 
said  to  him. 

Q.  On  that  occasion  did  you  sug- 
gest to  General  Burrard,  that  this  ap- 
pointment of  Barrack  Master  at  tire 
Cape  of  Good  Hope  was  vacant,  or 
about  to  be  so? 

A.  I  cannot  state  positively  that  I 
did  not,  I  think  it  most  likely  that  I 
did. 

Q.  Had  you  ever  had  any  conver- 
sation will)  the  Commander  in  Chief 
upon  that  subject,  and  had  he  (th.e 
Commander  in  Chief)  ever  expressed 
any  earnest  desire  to  provide  for  Ma- 
jor Shaw  ? 

A.  I  do  nut  recoHect  tl.at  the  Com- 
fnander  in  Chief  expressed  anv  desire 
m  all,  but  I  certainly  niust  have  had 
■x^me  communication  with  him,  or  I 
never  could  have  ventured  of  myself 
to  have  made  such  a  propojjjil  to  Sir 
iJarry  Burrard. 

Ci.  Did  the  Commander  in  Chief 
ever  speak  to  you  upon  tiie  subject  of 
Mijor  Shaw,  except  when  you,  in  the 
course  of  your  official  duty,  made  re- 
presentations to  the  Commander  in 
Chief  respecting  M^ijor  Shaw  ? 

A.  I  do  not  recollect  that  he  ever 
did,  but  I  beg  leave  to  state,  that  jt  is 
pres-uiigfuy  recollection  a  little  l)ard, 
considering  that  there  are  eleven  or 
twelve  Ihyyianti  officers  of  the  army. 


all  of  whom,  or  their  friends,  either 
correspond  with  or  address  me. 

Q,  Did  you  ever  hear  of  Mrs. 
Clarke's  selling,  or  pretending  to  sell 
commissions  in  the  army,  before  it  be- 
came the  subject  of  discussion  in  this 
House  ? 

A.  Never,  but  through  the  medium 
of  the  numerous  libels  that  have  been 
lately  published  against  the  Com- 
mander in  Chief. 

Q.  Did  you  ever  set  on  foot  any  in- 
quiry into  the  truth  of  those  state- 
ments ? 

A.  I  have  already  stated  to  the 
House,  that  in  the  autumn  of  1804  [ 
had  understood  that  numerous  abuses 
of  this  kind  existed,  and  I  did  set  on 
fcot  every  inquiry  that  it  was  possible 
for  me  to  do  ;  I  ascertained  that  these 
abuses  were  practised,  and  in  a  letter 
that  is  now  before  the  House,  caution- 
ed the  officers  of  the  army  against 
such  practices;  even  subsequent  to 
that  letter,  I  had  proof  that  such  abuses 
did  exist,  and  I  obtained  tbe  opinion 
of  eminent  counsel,  and  they  assured 
me  it  was  not  even  a  misdemeanor, 
and  that  I  could  have  no  redress ;  upon 
that  I  represented  the  circumstance 
to  the  then  Secretary  at  War,  as  I 
have  already  I  believe  stated  in  evi- 
dence to  this  House,  and  a  clause  was 
inserted  in  the  Mutiny  Act,  to  impose 
a  fine  upon  it. 

Q.  From  what  source  did  you  re- 
ceive yourintelligenceof  tlie  existence 
of  those  abuses? 

A.  I  rather  think  that  Xhe.  source 
was  anonymous;  bwt  upon  inquiry  1 
found  that  the  account  was  true,  and  I 
traced  it  to  Mr.  Froome,  an  army 
broker,  and  a  Mr.  Hebden,  I  believe 
a  clothier  in  Parliament-street:  I  sent 
for  Mr.  Froome;  Mr.  Froome  told 
me  that  he  had  received  this  money  ; 
I  think  it  was  nearly  1000/.  for  the 
pay  mastership  of  one  of  the  battalions 
of  the  German  Legion  :  I  think,  I  am 
speaking  now  from  recollection,  that 
he  told  me  also  that  he  had  only  re- 
ceived a  per-centage  upon  the  money, 
and  paid  the  money  to  other  hands: 
after  repeatedly  pressing  him,  I  think) 

he 
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he  named  Mr.  Hebden  the  army 
clothier.  I  sent  for  Mr.  Hebden,  and 
after  some  conversation,  I  must  state 
to  the  f  louse  that  I  was  not  a  little  sur- 
prised at  the  impudence  of  that  gen- 
tleman, who  told  me  positively  that 
he  received  the  money,  and  would 
tell  me  no  more  about  it ;  tliat  is  the 
proof  to  which  I  alluded. 

Q.  The  name  of  Mr?.  Clarke  was 
uever  mentione<l  to  you  as  a  party  to 
this  or  any  other  similar  transaction  ? 

A.  Most  certainly  not. 

Q.  Did  vou  ever  disclose  to  the 
Duke  of  York  the  circumstance  of 
Mr.  Hebden  and  Mr.  Froome  ? 

A.  Yes,  I  dill  indeed,  and  to  many 
other  people,  and  took  the  opinion  of 
lawyers  upon  it ;  which  opinion  I  be- 
lieve, and  all  the  documents  upon  it, 
I  can,  if  necessary,  lay  before  this 
House. 

Q.  What  was  the  Duke's  answer? 

A.  The  Duke  desired  me  to  scruti- 
nize it  to  the  bottom,  and,  let  it  fall 
upon  whom  it  might,  he  would  make 
an  example  of  them. 

Q.  Since  this  transaction,  do  you 
know  that  Mr.  Froome  has  been  em- 
ployed by  Mr.  Greenwood? 

A.  No,  1  do  not  know  it. 

Q.  You  deliveiTd  in  a  paper  from 
Messrs.  Greenwood  and  Cox,  relative 
to  the  exchange  between  Lieut.  Col. 
Knight  and  Lieut.  Colonel  Brooke, 
soyie  of  which  you  stated  to  have  been 
written  in  the  original  in  pencil  ;  how 
did  that  happen? 

A.  As  this  paper  is  printed,  it  is  in- 
comprehensible almost  to  me;  when 
this  paper  was  laid  before  tl.e  Com- 
mander in  Cliief,  I  received  his  plea- 
sure upon  it,  and  I  marked  upon  it 
this  pencil  remark  "  C.  L.  (Colonel 
Loraine)  "  cannot  be  acceded  to; 
his  Royal  Highness  does  not  approve 
of  the  exchange  proposed."  Subse- 
quent to  that,  inquiries  were  made  as 
to  the  services  ot  Lieutenant  Colonel 
Brooke,  on  wiiose  account  it  was  that 
the  exchange  was  not  acceded  to. 
The  result  of  these  iuijuiries  was  such 
as  to  induce  me  to  lay  the  papers  be- 
-ibre  the  Commander  ir  Chief  again  ; 
and  this  •sev:onc]  pencil  reina.'k  is  the 


result  of  the  second  representation"  I 
made  to  the  Commander  in  Chief. 

Q.  Is  it  usuaj  to  make  yoQr  remarks 
in  pencil  ? 

A.  Sometimes  in  pencil,  sometime* 
in  ink. 

(RU  Mr.  Whitbread.> 

Q.  Were  you  acquainted  with  Mr. 
Froome,  or  knew  any  thing  of  his  si- 
tuation in  life  previous  to  the  interview 
you  had  with  him  on  the  subject  ol 
this  comnjission  ? 

A.  I  knew  him  as  a  reputed  army 
broker  to  a  great  extent,  and  one  of  a 
description  of  persons  with  whom  I 
declared  ope  n  war  the  moment  I  came 
to  the  Comn)ander  in  Chief. 

Q.  In  consequence  of  the  transac- 
tion stated  by  you,  were  any  steps  ta- 
ken icf  prevent  his  transacting  that 
asrcncv  business  for  the  army  ? 

A.  I  do  not  understand  that  he  ever 
was  authorized  to  transact  business  for 
the  armv,  but  he  transacted  it  in  spite 
of  every  thing  1  colild  ^o:  he  was  an 
army  broker,  not  an  agent. 

{Bij  Mr.  Percevaj..) 

Q.  Was  it  not  in  consequence  of 
information  which  yOu  obtained  upon 
this  subject,  that  those  circular  letter^ 
were  written,  and  the  clause  in  the 
Mutinv  Act  submitted  to  Parliament  ? 

A.  The  circular  letter  was  written 
in  consec-juence  of  the  information  I 
had  obtained  prior  to  the  fact  with 
which  I  have  now  acquainted  the 
House;  the  clause  in  the  Mutiny  Act 
was  brought  i;ilo  this  House  subse* 
quent  to-tlu;t,  and  because  I  found  that 
I  had  no  redress. 

(By  Mr.  Ward^e.) 

Q.  "Was  there  ever  any  entry  made 
of  Colonel  Knight's  exchange  not  be- 
ing approved  by  the  Commander  ia 
Chief? 

A.  Certainly  there  was,  and  sent 
either  to  Colonel  Knight  or  Colonel 
Brooke  ;  I  had  the  l«lter  in  my  hand 
the  first  time  I  gave  evidence  before 
the  House. 

Q.  Through  y\  hat  recommendation 
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in  yoar  office  did  Mr.  Samuel  Carter         A.  Lieutenant  Sutton  of  the  lioy»l 
rtceive  his  ensigncy  in  the  leth  foot  ?•     Artillery. 

[The  letter  was  read,  dated  December  7th,  1801 .] 


« 


Royal  Laboratory^  JVooIuich, 
December  7th,  1801. 
'^  May  It  please  Your  Royal  Highness, 
^  The  kindness  that  Your  Highness  has  at  all  times  most  graciously 
LestGwed  on  me,  emboldens  me  to  address  you  in  the  behalf  of  an 
orphan  lad,  nearly  sixteen  years  of  age,  of  the  name  of  Samuel  Carter 
(whose  father  lost  his  life  in  the  service,  and  whom  1  have  brought  up 
and  educated),  in  hopes  that  Your  Highness  will  be  graciously  pleased 
to  appoint  him  to  an  ensigncy;  a  favour  that  I  should  not  presume  to 
ask  but  on  the  score  of  my  long  service  and  sufferings  in  his  Majesty's 
service;  which  I  hope  and  humbly  trust  Your  Royal  Highness  will 
take  into  Your  gracious  consideration,  who  am,  with  all  due  submis- 
sion  and  respect, 

Your  Royal  Highnesses 

most  faithful  and  obedient, 

humble  servant, 

Tho. Sutton, 
JLieut.  Royal  Artillery," 


,  *   c/5  ICO          •■ 
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Q.  Do  YOU  recollect  when  he  was  appointed  ? 

A.  Here  is  Lieutenant  Sutton's  ans"wer  to  the  notificationj  which  will  states 

it  exacily. 

[The  letter  read,  March  29th,  1804.J 

**  Lieut.  Sutton  presents  his  most  respectful  compliments  to  Colo- 
nel Clinton,  to  acknowledge  the  honour  of  his  note  of  the  21st  inst.  and 
begs  to  express  how  gratefully  he  feels  the  appointment  his  Royal 
Highness  the  Commander  in  Chief  has  been  pleased  to  confer  on  Mr, 
Samuel  Carter. 

London,  March  '19th,  1804." 

'<  Colonel  Clinton, 

-  A.  Thr 
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A.  The  appointment  must  have  ta- 
ken place  there  or  thereabouts. 

Q.  Do  you  know  \vhether  Lieute- 
nant Sutton  is  dead  ? 

A.  Until  I  looked  into  these  papers, 
I  did  not  know  that  such  a  man  exist- 
ed ;  I  have  heard  that  he  is  dead. 

Q.,  Are  not  candidates  for  ensign 


ness's  list  for  two  or  three  years  before 
they  can  be  appointed  ? 

A.  That  depends  upon  the  period  ; 
at  the  period  of  1  801,  the  reduction  of 
the  army,  and  the  period  of  peace,  it 
was  absolutely  impossible  to  appoint 
him,  as  the  ajiswer  states  ;  the  answer 
is  in  substance  upon  the  body  of  the 


cies  frequently  on  his  Royal  High-     letter,  but  here  it  is  in  length 
[Colonel  Gordon  read  the  letter,  dated  8th  December,  1801.] 

(Copy.) 

«'  Sir,  ''  Horse  Guards,  Slh  Dec,  1801.^ 

*'  I  have  received  the  Commander  in  Chief's  commands  to  acquaint 
you,  in  answer  to  your  letter  of  yesterday's  date,  that  from  present  cir- 
cumstances ic  is  not  in  the  Commander  in  Chief's  power  to  recommend 
any  person  for  a  commission  ;  but  his  Royal  Highness  has  directed  Mr. 
Samuel  Carter's  name  to  be  noted,  to  be  provided  for  at  a  future  op- 
portunity. 

I  am,  &c. 
(Signed)  RoB.  Brownrigg.'* 

♦«  Lieut.  Tho.  Sutton, 
Roi/al  Artillery y 

Royal  Laboratory, 

tVoolzcich ." 


A.  I  should  imagine  the  circum- 
stances alluded  to  were  the  reduction 
of  the  army. 

Q.  Have  not  you  recently  known 
instances  of  candidates,  respecting 
whom  there  was  no  disqualification, 
where  they  have  frequently  remained 
two  or  three  years  before  they  were 
appointed  ? 

A.  Certainly;  I  dare  say  there  are 
a  hundred  upon  the  Duke's  books  at 
tliis  moment,  or  two. 

{By  Mr.  Wardle.) 

Q.  Is  there  any  subsequent  recom- 
mendation of  Mr.  Carter? 

A.  I  haveiioother  documents  what- 
ever on  the  subject. 

Q.  When  a  recommendation  is 
once  in,  is  it  necessary  for  a  subsequent 
recommendation  to  come  when  that 
candidate  is  noted  upon  the  list? 

A.  The  usual  practice  is,  v'hen  a 
person  sends  in  a  memorial,  he  follows 
it  up  by  himself  and  his  friends  re- 
peatedly, and  commonly  in  pcrs'^n. 


{Bi/  Lord  Folkstone.) 

Q.  Do  you  know  the  date  of  ]\Ir. 
Carter's  commission  ? 

A.  I  cannot  say  that  I  know  the 
date,  but  it  must  have  been  between 
the  17th  and  21st  of  March,  1804. 

Q.  In  the  affair  of  the  exchange 
between  Colonel  Brooke  and  Colonel 
Knight,  had  not  Colonel  Knight  pre- 
▼iously  made  an  application  to  be  al- 
lowed to  exchange  with  Colonel  Pley-r 
dell?     A.  Yes,  he  had. 

Q.  Was  that  objected  to  ? 

A.  Yes,  it  was. 

Q.  Are  the  documents  upon  that 
subject  now  in  the  office? 

A.  I  rather  think  they  are. 

Q.  Did  you  ever  hear  of  a  person 
of  the  name  of  Hector  Stray,  an  ensigrt 
in  the  54th  regiment  of  foot? 

A.  To  the  best  of  my  recollection, 
1  never  heard  his  name  mentioned  be- 
fore. 

Q.  Have  you  with  you  any  means 
of  ascertaining  whether  there  is  such 


a  person? 


A.  I- 
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A.  1  haAC  not  vlth  me,  but  I  can 
ascertain  it  by  eleven  o'clock  to-mor- 
row morning.  « 

{By  another  Member.) 

Q.  You  stated,  on  a  former  exami- 
nation, that  you  had  frcciuently  been 
in  the  West  Indies  ;  were  vou  not  born 
in  the  West  Indies? 

A!  I  was  rot,  I  have  the  honour  of 
being  a  Welshman. 

{By  Alderman  Combe.) 

Q.  To  your  knowledge,  did  Mr. 
Ilebden,  who  received  the  1,000/.  for 
the  paymastership,  ever  obtain  that 
pay  mastership  r 

A.  The  paymastership  was  certain- 
ly obtained,  and  that  struck  me  very 
forcibly  when  I  made  the  inquiries. 

Q.  Is  it  competent  to  you  in  your 
official  situation  to  produce  the  docu- 
iDents  of  that  appointment  ? 

A.  i  can  produce  them  ;  it  will  give 
me  great  satisfaction  if  tlie  Committee 
will  do  me  the  honour  to  go  into  them. 

{By  Sir  James  Pulteney.) 

Q.  At  whose  recommendation  are 
paymasterships  bestowed? 

A.  The  colonels  of  the  regiments, 
throuarh  the  Secretary  at  War. 

Q.  Has  the  Commander  in  Chief 
any  concern  with  the  recommendation 
for  these  appointments  ? 

A.  None  whatever,  except  the  sub- 
mitting them  to  his  Majesty. 

Q.  Is  it  a  matter  of  course  for  the 
Commander  in  Chief  to  submit  to  his 
Majesty  those  recommendations  for 
paymasterships,  which  are  approved 
by  the  Secretary  at  War  ? 

A.  It  is  quite  a  matter  of  course, 
when  approved  of  by  the  colonels  of 
the  resiiueats  and  the  Seeretary  at 
War.  ^ 

Q.  Does  the  recommendation  of 
the  paymaster  on  all  occasions  origi- 
nate with  the  colonel  of  the  regiment, 
or  does  the  Secretary  at  W  ar  appoint  ? 

A.  I  understand  the  practice  to  be, 
that  the  recommendation  is  witli  the 
colonel  of  the  regiment,  audit  issnb- 
initted  to  the  Secretary  at  War,  Wiiose 


duty  It  is  to  take  care  that  the  securi- 
ties are  pood. 

Q,  Who  was  the  colonel  who  re- 
commended the  paymaster,  in  the 
caeof    H.ebden,  to  the  paymastership? 

A.  I  really  do  not  know  who  the 
colonel  of  the  battalion  was ;  it  of 
course  came  through  the  head  of  the 
GtT;Fian  Legion,  the  Duke  of  Cam- 
bridge. 

Q.  Who  was  Secretary  at  War  at 
that  time? 

A.  1  rather  think  it  was  General 
Fitzpatrick,  I  will  not  be  quite  sure. 

{By  Colonel  Wood.) 

Q.  Is  there  not  an  express  regula- 
tion that  paymasterships  cannot  be 
sold  ? 

A.  J  understand  it  to  be  so  decid- 
edly. 

{By  another  Member.) 

Q.  Do  you  happen  personally  to 
know  Lieutenant  Carter  ? 

A.  No  1  do  not,  to  my  knowledge 
1  never  saw  him. 

Q.  Do  you  know  from  any  corres- 
pondence that  although  he  was,  as  was 
expressed  upon  his  recomnienrlation, 
a  poor  orphan,  he  had  had  a  sufficient 
education  to  qualify  him  for  an  eii- 
signcy,  being  tlie  son  of  a  soldier  who 
was  killed  in  the  service  r 

A.  Until  his  name  was  mentioned 
here  last  night,  I  never  heard  his  name 
mentioned. 

Q.  W^ho  appoints  the  paymasters  ? 

A.  I  !;ave  already  stated,  that  the 
colonel  of  the  regiment  recommends 
the  paymaster,  the  Secretary  at  War 
approves  of  the  sureties,  and  in  that 
shape  they  come  transmitted  to  the 
Commander  in  Chief,  who  lavs  them- 
as  a  matterof  course  before  the  King. 

Q.  In  what  year  did  the  transaction 
you  have  alluded  to,  relative  to  Mr. 
Hebden,  take  place? 

A.  I  really  do  not  know,  but  this  I 
know,  that  it  was  in  conse<{uence  of 
the  irai)saction  that  I  was  induced  to 
speak  to  the  Secretary  at  War  to  in- 
sert a  clause  in  the  Mutiny  Act. 

Q.  Do  juunotr«;collect  whether  the 

transaction 
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transaction  did  not  take  place  before  that  the  recoinmendation  of  the  com- 

the  appointment  of  General  Fitzpa-  mandint^  officer  of  a  regiment,  for  the 

trick  as  Secretarv  at  War;   whether  paymaster,  is  received  as  a  matter  of 

that  transaction  could  have  ever  come  course  at  the  War  Office  ? 

under  his  cognizance?  A.   1  am  called  upon  to  answer  a 

A.  I  really  cannot  take  upon  me  to  question  that  in  no  shape  belongs  to 
state  the  exact  date,  it  must  have  been  the  office  which  I  superintend,  but  as 
there  or  thereabouts,  I  cannot  speak  matter  of  general  information,  I  un- 
to the  exact  period.  derstand  that  v^■hen  the  colonel  of  a 

Q.  Cannot  you  ascertain,  hy  refer-  regiment  recommends  a  paymaster  to 

ence  to  your  papers,    whether  it   was  the  Secretary  at   War,  if  the  Secret 

before  the  month  of  February,  1  SOCi  ?  tary  at  War  sees  no  objection  to  sncli 

A.  I  cannot,    without  reference  to  recommendation,    and    his  securities 

the  army  list ;  the  paymaster's  name  are  good,  then  it  is  a  matter  of  course 

was  Biunderstone,  of  one  of  the  batta-  that  he  recommends, 

lions  of  the  German  Legion.  ^^^  Colonel  Barry.) 

{By  Sir  James  Pulteney.)  q.  In  case  the  Secretary  at   War 

Q.  Do  you  not  understand  it  to  be  should    disapprove   of  t!ie  securilie?, 

a  matter  of  course,  that  the  Secretary  what  is  then  the  process? 

at  War  should  recommend  any  pay-  A.  I  beg  to  repeat  that  I  ani  an- 

master  that  is  recommended  to  him  swering  questions  in  no  way  con^c-ct- 

by  the  colonel  of  the  regiment,   pro-  ed  with   my  oflice,  but  as  matter  of 

vided  he  finds  him  to  be  a^ person  fitted  general   information  I  can  stale,   the 

for  the  situation,  and  that  he  has  prj-  Secretary  at  Wir  would  then  retiini 

per  security  ?  it. 

A.  Quite  a  matter  of  course.  Q.   Would    not   tiie   colonel    theii 

have  another  recomniendation  which 

(Bij  General  Fitzpatrick.)  flight  meet  with  approval  ? 

Q.  Upon  vrhat  ground  do  you  say  A.  Certainly. 


The  witness  was  ordered  to  withdraw;  and  Lord  G.  L  Gower 
-Tspoke  to  order. 

Colonel  Barry  said,  he  only  wished  toaseertain  whether  tli^i 
appointment  rested  with  the  Commander  in  Chief,  or  with  the 
Secretary  at  War. 

Lord  G.  L.  Gower  observed,  that  there  were  now  four  i2[e;i- 
tlemen  in  the  House  who  had  filled  the  ofiice  of  Secretary  at  War, 
and  surely  it  was  more  competent  for  them  to  speak  to  this  point, 
than  Colonel  Gordon,  who  said  it  wa?  not  within  his  depart- 
ment. 

General  Loftus  said,  it  having  fallen  to  his  lot  to  appoint  a 
Paymaster,  as  a  Comtnanding  OtiiQer,  he  could  give  the  informa- 
tion required.  The  Colonel  inquires  the  character  of  the  person 
whom  he  means  to  appoint,  and  gives  his  name  in  to  the  agent, 
who  sees  that  the  security  is  good;  then  the  commanding  ofhcer 
recommends,,  and  he  is  appointed. 

General  Norton  observed,  that  in  case  any  thing  was  wrong, 
the  whole  responsibility  fell  on  the  Colonel. 

General  Imtztatbick:  said,  there  w«is  a  great  difTereflce  be- 
tween the  appointment  of  a  Paymaster  at  home,  and  one  abroad  ; 

Q       "  thev 
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they  were  more  strict  with  Paymasters  abroad,  as  in  such  cases  the 
responsibility  of  ample  security  being  given  I'ell  on  the  Secretary 
of  State. — (A  loud  cry  of  Go  on  !  go  on  I ) 

]\Ir.  Wardlr  was  desirous  that  Mr.  Nicholls  should  be  called. 

Mr.  Perceval  wished  to  bring  evidence  to  a  few  facts  which 
bethought  material  to  the  subject  before  the  House;  still,  how- 
ever, if  the  hon.  gentleman  were  desirous  of  having  the  testimony 
of  ]\ichols  immediately,  he  might  call  him. 

Aifi.  Wardle  suggested  that  he  should  be  called  by  the  hon. 
gentlemen  upon  the  other  side  of  the  House,  as  he  was  one  of  tlieii* 
own  witnesses. 

Mr.  Perckval  accordingly  ordered  that  William  Nicholls 
should  be  called  in. 

After  some  time  the  Serjeant  reported  that  he  was  not  come  to 
town. 

Mr.  Perceval  wished  the  Noble  Lord  (Lord  Folkstone)  to 
proceed.  His  Lordship  was  anxious  to  prevent  confusion  in  the 
minutes,  which  must  be  occasioned  bv  deviatinsf  from  the  course 
liitncrio  adopted. 

Mr.  Perceval  said,  that  the  evidence  he  propoaed  ^ o  call  was 
with  a  view  to  fact^  that  referred  to  former  cases. 

The  Chairman  stared  to  the  Committee,  that  he  had  received 
a  letter  from  Mr.  Donovan,  excusing  his  absence;  it  represented 
that  he  was  too  ill  to  appear  before  tlie  House,  and  that  his  surgeon 
was  ready  to  attest  tiie  fact  if  necessary — the  apology  was  ad- 
mitted. 

Colonel  Gordon  was  then  called  in  again. 

(5^  Lord  Folkstone.) 
Q.  Produce  the  documents  respecting  the  resignation  of  Major  Turner. 

[Colonel  Gordon  deliveretl  rhem  in,  and  the  following  papers  were 
read  :  letter  from  Messrs.  Greenwood  and  Cox  to  Colonel  Gordon, 
dated  Craig's-court,  5th  of  September,  i8o8. — Letter  from  Captain 
Turner,  dated  Canterbury,  *26th  of  August,  i8o8.— Letter  from  Lieu- 
tenant Sitwell,  dated  Canterbury,  '26th  of  August,  1808.J 

(Copy.) 

Sir,  "Craig's  Court,  5  Sept.  I8O8. 

Wc  are  directed  by  Lieut.  General  Cartwright,  to  enclose  the 
resignation  of  Brevet  Major  Turner,  for  the  sale  ot"  his  troop  in  the  3d 
(or  King's  Own)  regiment  of  Dragoons,  which  we  request  you  will 
be  pleased  to  lay  before  I'ield  Marshal  his  Royal  Highness  the  Com- 
mander in  Chief,  together  with  the  recommendation  of  Lieut.  Sitwell 
to  succeed  thereto,  the  purchase-money  being  satisfactorily  settled, 
and  no  senior  lieutenant  in  the  regiment  having  signified  an  mteniion 
of  purchasing. 

We  have,  &c. 
(Signed)  GiiE£NwooD>  Cox  &  Co  " 

*'  Lieut.  Colonel  Gordon, 
&c.  &:c.  See." 

(Copy.) 
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(Copy). 

v.  *'  Canterbury,  26  August   iRoH 

-  I  beg  you  will  be  pleased  to  obtain  for  me  his  Majesty's  consent 
to  thesale  of  my  commission  of  captain  in  the  3d  or  King's  Own  reei. 
ment  of  Dragoons,  which  I  purchased.  ^  ^ 

aJ,e^"   ""^'^  ^i's  Majesty  shall  be   graciously  pleased  to  permit   the 

"  I  do  declare  and  certify,  upon  the  word  and  honour  of  an  officer 
and  a  gentleman,  that  I  have  not  demanded  or  accepted,  neither  will  T 
demand  or  accept   directly  or  indirectly,  at  any  time,  or  in  any  manner 

wTh''l'-Tr-''''"'^''r-  ^^  ^'^^°^- being  the  price  limited  and 
fixed  by  h,s  iVlaiesty's  regulation,  as  the  full  value  of  fhesaid  commit- 

I  have  the  honour  to  be. 
Sir, 
Your  most  obedient  humble  servant, 
(Signed)  Whichcote  Turner, 

"   Officer  commanding  3d  or 
King's  Own  reg.  of  Drag,** 

(Copy.) 

.       I  beg  you  w,ll  be  pleased  to  obtain  for  me  his  Majesty's  nermis- 
s.on  to  pu, chase  the  troop,  vacant  in  the  3d  or  King's  Own  reV'me,  t 

tS;x^^.::S '  "■™^'  ^'" '''"'-' '-  ---  '----'^  '^-^ 

"  In  cse  his  xMajesty  shall  be  gracicsly  pleased  to  permit  me  to 
•'  I  do  declare  and  certify,  upon  the  word  and  honour  of  an  officer 
and  a  gentleman,  that  I  wll  not.  now  or  at  any  future  time,  give  by 
any  means  or  m  any  shape  whatever,  directly  or  indirectly,  Jy  more 
han_,l,e  sum  6f  3,,50/.  being  the  price  limited  and  fixed  by  his  Ma- 
jesty s  legulation.  as  the  full  value  of  the  said  commission.  '^ 

I  have  the  honour  to  be 
Sir, 
Your  ijiost  obedient  and  most  humble  servant, 

'<  To  //,.  r  1-      /-v^  (Signed)  R.  Sitwell, 

lo  the  Lommmiding  Officer,  ,  i  Jenf    i  Hr^^  •' 

3(/  or  Kmg^s  O.  regme>U  of  Drag."  ^  ^"S- 

estl'hlk^!.^!  1"'"'^  '°  '•«''°'""^^"J  "le  al'ove,  and  I  verily  believe  ths 
Diedw  th  ^  ^!  r°"  '"  ^Sf ''  •°  P'"'^=  is  intended  to  be  strictly  com- 
conirned'.  "<>  clandestine  bargain  subsists  between  the  parties 

(Signed)  VV.  Cartwricht, 

Lt.  General." 

Q.  Wliat  is.tlie  meaning  of  that  mark  "  Put  by  >'> 
dewelifl  e^p^.'il'Tt.'^'"'"'' ""''■'*■"«'>"  ""q-'iries^vere  made;  the  correspond 
No.   II. 

2  o  [Letter 
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[Letter  signed  Lucy  Sinclair  SutheilanJ,  dated  London,  5th  of  Sep- 
tember, 1808. — Letter  from  Colonel  Cariwright,  dated  14th  Septem- 
ber, 1808. — Letter  from  Colonel  Cartwrighr,  dated  the  l8th  of  Sep- 
tember, 1808.-- -Letter  from  Major  Turner  to  Calonel  Gordon,  dated 
23d  September,  1808. — Letter  from  Major  Turner  to  Colonel  Gor- 
don, dated  the  7th  of  November,  1808.— Letter  from  Colonel  Gordon 
to  Mr.  Turner,  dated  the  8th  of  November,  1808.— Letter  from  Mr. 
Turner  to  Colonel  Gordon,  dated  the  15th  of  December,  1808.— Let- 
ter from  Colonel  Gordon  to  Mr.  Turner,  dated  the  16th  of  Decem- 
ber, 1808  1 

(Copy) 

««  Sir,  "  Fortman  Street^  5  Sept.  1808. 

<«  I  think  your  Royal  Highness  will  readilycomply  witli  the  follow- 
ing trifling  request  I  take  the  liberty  of  making.  It  is,  not  to  accept 
the  resignation  of  Major  Turner  of  the  3d  or  King's  Own  Dragoons, 
in  favour  of  Lieut.  Sitwell  till  March.  He  has  behaved  with  unklnd- 
ness  towards  a  lady  who  merited  different  treatment ;  and  it  is  of  Im- 
pmtance  to  her  to  know  where  to  find  him  for  these  dx  months  ;  and 
if  he  quits  the  regiment  he  means  to  secrete  himself  from  her.  Be- 
sides, it  is  not  quite  honourable  for  an  officer  to  wish  to  leave  the  army 
while  his  regiment  is  under  orders  for  embarkation.  Your  Royal 
Highness  will  therefore  perceive  he  does  not  merit  indulgence.  The 
general  knows  all  about  it,  and  can  corroborate  what  I  say,  if  neces- 
sary. 

**  Major  Turner  depends  on  Col.  Gordon  to  expedite  his  resigna^ 
tlon  ;  I  depend  on  your  Royal  Highness  to  prevent  his  obtaining  it  for 
some  months.     I  flatter  myself  such  a  trifling  and  just  request  you  will 

not  refuse. 

I  have,  Sec. 


(Signed)  Lucy  Sinclair  Sutherland. 
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(Copy) 

**  Dear  Colonel,  '•'  Burki/,  i4th  Sept.  1808. 

**  In  reply  to  your  enquiries  respecting  the  scrape  into  which  it  ap-' 
pears  that  Captain  Turner  of  my  regiment  has  got  with  some  womar 
of  moderate  repute.  I  have  to  say,  that  I  am  entirely  ignorant  of  ever) 
thing  which  relates  to  this  matter  •,  but,  for  your  satisfaction,  will  en- 
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c'eavonr  to  inform  myself  of  particulars,  which,  when  obtained,  shall 
be  transmitted -to  you. 

Yours,  &c. 
(Signed)  W.Cartwright." 

**  Lieut.  Col.  Gordout 

(Copy.) 

**  DearColariel,  Ji/nho,  2 2d  Sept.  18O8. 

*'  1  trust  that  the  following  extract  of  a  letter  from  Lieut.  Colonel 
Mundy  will  do  away  any  unfavourable  impression  that  may  have 
been  taken,  to  liie  prejudice  of  Major  Turner,  of  the  regiment  under 
my  command  ;  and  tliat  the  business  of  his  resignation  may,  in  consc- 
fjuence,  be  allowed  to  go  forward  without  further  delay. 

I  remain,  &c. 
(Signed)  W.  Cartwright, 

*'  Lieut.  Col.  CrordoHi  Lieut.  Gen.'* 

*«  Extract.'* 
**  In  no  one  instance  havQ  I  ever  had  occasion  to  be  dissatisfied  with 
the  conduct  of  Major  Turner  since  he  has  been  in  the  King's  Own 
Dragoons:  on  the  contiary,  I  have  always  found  him  to  be  a  perfectly 
gentlemanly  honourable  man.  I  believe  he  has,  unfortunately  for  his 
own  peace  of  mind,  formed  a  connection  with  an  artful  woman,  who 
has  brought  him  to  much  trouble  ;  but  I  conceive  this  is  a  circumstance 
which  can  on  no  account  warrant  the  putting  any  obstacle  to  his  views 
of  retiring." 

3 

''  Private." 
"  Dear  Sir,  "  Cmit^r^ury,  Friday,  ^?jd  Sept,  1808. 
"  I  am  just  favoured  wi\b  a  letter  from  Lieut.  Colonel  Mundy,  in- 
forming of  me,  ii)y  resignation  is  accepted,  and  the  business  will  be 
forwarded  without  delay.  I  can  with  truth  say,  I  have  turned  my 
fortieth  year,  and  never  had  my  honour  or  character  called  in  question, 
until  aspersed  by  Mrs.  S — — .  When  I  arrive  in  London,  I  will  wait 
upon  you,  and  inform  you  how  Mrs.  S is  in  the  habits  of  making- 
improper  mention  about  his  Royal  Highness.  In  consequence  of 
what  bias  happened,  and  in  consideration  of  my  long  services,  I  shall 

£02  consider 
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consider  it  as  a  great  eompliment,  if  I  may  be  nllowed  to  retain  my  rank 
as  major.  I  neither  ask  for  half-pay,  or  ftjtuie  promotion  ;  nor 
should  I  have  ever  have  made  a  request,  had  it  not  have  been  for  the 
very  unpleasant  communication. 

I  remain,  &c. 
(Signed)  W.  Turner." 

V  Lieut.  Col.  Gordon, 


,o^ 


>oS- 


(Copy.) 
««  Sir,  **  Ipswich,  7th  Nov.  l8o8. 

*'  lam  in  possession  of  facts  which  places  it  beyond  a  doubt  that 
his  Royal  Highness  the  Commander  in  Chief  did,  influenced  by  Mrs. 
Sinclair,  prevent  for  a  while  my  retiring  from  the  service. 

"  I  appeal  to  you,  Sir,  if  I  meiited  the  effect  which  such  unjust  in- 
terference produced,  after  having  passed  the  greater  and  best  pare  of  my 
life  in  his  Majesty*s  service. 

"  Before  1  left  Canterbury  I  wrote  to  you,  stating  to  you  my  earnest 
request  that  1  might  be  permitted  to  retire  from  the  service,  retaining 
my  rank  in  the  army,  to  which  I  received  no  answer.  Agreeable  to 
rny  promise,  I  endeavoured  to  obtain  an  interview  with  you  when  I 
was  in  London,  but  I  was  disappointed,  owing  to  some  informality  in 
iny  application  to  those  in  attendance  under  you.  I  therefore  beg 
leave  to  repeat  my  request  upon  the  subject  of  retaining  my  rank  in 
the  army  :  the  length  and  nature  of  my  services,  I  am  convinced,  will 
be  a  sufficiently  strong  claim  :  without  reverting  to  the  late  transaction 
exercised  by  Mrs.  Sinclair,  I  beg  to  assure  you.  Sir,  it's  the  farthest 
from  my  disposition  to  take  any  steps  injurious  to  his  Royal  Highness 
the  Commander  in  Chiefs  conduct.  I  request  you  will  do  me  the 
honour  to  acknowledge  the  receipt  of  this,  and  your  answer  wril  regu- 
late my  futuie  proceedings. 

I  have,  &c. 
(Signed)  Whichcote  Turner, 

Late  of  the  3d  or  King's  Own  Dragoons, 
and  Major  in  the  army," 
"  To  Colonel  Gordon,  5<V." 

(Copy.) 
««  Sir,  *'  Horse  Guards,  Hth  \or.  1808. 

'♦  I  have  to  acknowledge  your  letter  of  yesterday,  which  I  have  not 
failed  to  lay  before  the  Commander  in  Chief;  and  I  am  commanded  to 
acquaint  you,  that  on  a  complaint  being  made  against  you  by  a  Mrs. 
Sutherland,  in  a  letter,  of  which  the  enclosed  is  an  extract,  his  Royal 
Highness  felt  it  his  duty  to  cause  inquiry  to  be  made  into  the  circuni- 
stances  of  the  case,  before  any  decision  could  be  given  upon  your  re- 
quest to  retire  from  the  service. 

*'  The  result  of  that  inquiry  being  honourable  to  your  cliaractet^,  as 

appears 
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s 

appears  from  the  enclosed  correspondence  from  the  colonel  of  your 
regiment,  the  Commander  in  Chief  had  no  further  difficulty  in  submit- 
ting your  resignation  to  iiis  Majesty,  and  which  was  accordingly' done 
in  due  course. 

<'  Upon  the  subject  of  retaining  your  rank  in  the  army,  I  have  to 
communicate  to  you,  that  the  Commander  in  Chief  has  it  not  in  his 
power  to  meet  your  wishes,  the  request  being  contrary  to  the  rules  of 
the  service,  and  lias  not  in  any  similar  instance  been  acceded  to  since 
the  Duke  assumed  the  command  of  the  army. 

I  have,  &c. 

<«   fV.  Turner,  Esq,  (Signed)  J,  W,  Gordon.*' 

■     Ipsxiich.''* 

(Copy.) 
<«  Sir,  "  Bury  St.  Edmund's,  15  Bee,  1808. 

«'  I  am  preparing  to  lay  before  the  public,  a  statement  of  his  Royal 
Highness  the  Duke  of  York's  conduct  towards  me. 

*'  I  beg  leave  to  assure  you,  I  shall  make  use  of  your  name  as  sel- 
dom as  possible,  and  that  with  the  utmost  delicacy.  Mrs.  Sinclair 
Sutherland  has  offered  to  join  me  in  a  publication  against  his  Royal 
Highness  the  Duke  of  York,  which  1  positively  declined.  When  I 
taxed  Mrs.  S.  S.  with  having  taken  steps  injurious  to  my  retirement 
from  the  service,  having  traced  her  letter  into  his  Royal  Highness  the 
Duke  of  York's  office,  Mrs.  S.  S.  stoutly  denied  having  exerted  her- 
self inicnpeding  my  resignation.  Mrs.  S.  S.  acknowledged  she  had 
written  to  his  Royal  Highness  the  Duke  of  York,  but  it  was  upon  the 
subject  of  suppressing  a  publication;  I  am  unable  ro  say  which  pam- 
phlet, the  one  addressed  to  the  King,  stiled  the  Ban  Dogs,  or  Mr. 
(late  Major)  Hogan's. 

I  have,  Sec 
(Signed)  W.  TURNER." 

"  Colonel  Gordon,  S)C,  Sjc.  S^cT 

(Copy.)  - 

«<  Sir,'  *'  Horse  Guards,  \6  Dec.  l8o8. 

*♦  I  have  to  acknowledge  your  letter  of  yesterday,  acquaintuig  me, 
that  you  were  preparing  to  lay  before  the  public,  a  statement  ot  his 
Royal  Highness  the  Duke  of  York's  conduct  towards  you,  and  assur- 
ing me,  that  you  should  use  my  name  as  seldom  as  possible,  and  that 
with  the  utmost  delicacy. 

"  In  thanking  you  for  this  assurance,  wliich  I  presume  your  recol- 
lection of  former  acquaintance  in  private  life  has  induced  you  to  make, 
I  feel  it  my  duty  to  relieve  you  from  any  delicacy  upon  that  pomt, 
and  most  decidedly  to  express  my  wish,  that  whenever  you  or  your 
friends  may  think  tit  to  mention  my  name,  as  bearing  upon  any-pub- 
lie  transaction  in  which  I  may  have  borne  any  part,  you  v^-ill  have  the 
goodness  to  use  it,  free  from  any  reserve  whatever,  and  publish  all  or 
any  of  my  letters  that  mav  be  in  anv  manner  connected  with  it. 

1  have,  c-:c. 
(Sifrned)  J.  W.  Gordon." 

^    ^      ■  -  P.  S. 
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P.  S.     I  take  it  for  granted^,  that  you  have  received  my  letter  of 


fhe  8th  November,  addressed  to  you  at  Ipswich.' 


*i 


M\  Turner,  Esq. 
Burt/  St.  Edmunds.'* 

(Bl/LxiRT)  FoLKSTONE.) 

Q.  Do  you  know  Mrs.  Sutherland? 

A.  Until  I  saw  her  name  to  that 
letter,  I  never  recollect  having  heard 
©fit  before,  and  I  never  saw  her  in  my 
life. 

Q.  Do  you  know  whether  Mrs. 
Sinclair  and  Mis.  Sutherland  are  the 
same  [:erson  ?^ 

A.  I  have  understood  that  thev 
"were  so. 

Q.  You  stated  in  your  examination 
on  a  former  night,  that  Hyy  interfer- 
ence of  the  Duke  of  York,  the  Com- 
mander in  Chief,  with  respect  to  ex- 
cliani^Ces,  wouhl  be  extrenieiv  futile; 
do  you  make  the  same  oDservation  as 
to  any  interference  of  iiie  Duke  of 
York  with  respect  to  resignations? 

A.  I  beg  pardon,  but  with  great 
deference,  I  never  said  any  such  thing; 
I  will  statje  what  I  did  say,  and  explain 
if  i^ecessary. 

[TJic  following  extract  was  read 
from  the  printed  minutes,  page  29.] — 
*•  Q.  In  aiiY  conversation  that  you 
have  h:id  upon  the  subject  of  this  eX' 
change  with  tlje  Commander  ir.  Chief, 
do  you  recollect  a  wish  being  express- 
ed that  the  conclusion  of  the  exchange 
wight  be  expedited  ? — A.  No,  cer- 
tainly not,  the  expression  of  such  a 
wish  would  have  been  very  futile,  for 
it  would  not  have  expe  dited  the  ex- 
change one  half  instant ;  it  would  have 
gone  on  in  the  usual  course." 

Q.  Do  you  mean  that  any  applica- 
tion on  the  part  of  the  Commander  in 
Chief  would  have  been  more  futile  in 
fegard  to  the  expediting  of  that  ex- 
change than  any  other? 

A.  There  appears  to  be  some  mis- 
conception in  this,  which  I  will  en- 
deavour to  explain:  on  reference  to 
my  former  examination,  it  will  bs 
seen  that  the  papers  were  laid  before 
the  King  l)ut  once  a  week,  and  that 
after  the  CQininander  in  Chief's  plea- 

9 


55ure  had  been  finally  obtained  upon 
ihe  exchange  or  upon  any  thing,  then 
the  expression  of  his  wish  to  further 
that,  would  not  have  furthered  it  one 
half  instant,  it  would  have  gone  with 
the  King's  papers  that  week :  that  was 
what  1  meant  to  say,  and  1  hope  I  did 
say  it. 

Q.  Then  the  futility  to  which  you 
allude,  only  refers  to  the  time  after 
the  Commander  in  Ciiiefs  pleasure 
has  been  taj^en  ? 

A.  Most  certainly ;  that  is,  if  the 
CGnvmander  in  Chief's  pleasure  is  ta- 
ken on  Wednesday,  and  that  it  is  the 
due  course  to  send  Ih  the  papers  to 
the  King  on  Friday  or  Saturday,  the 
Commander  in  Chief's  desire  to  me  to 
expedite  would  not  caiise  that  papec 
to  be  sent  in  to  the  King  on  Thursday  ; 
that  is  what  I  mean. 

Q.  Then  any  wish  expressed  by 
the  Commander  in  Chief,  to  expedite 
an  exchange  previous  to  that  period, 
might  have  the  effect  of  expediting 
that  exchange,  might  it? 

A.  I  really  can  only  answer  that  as 
I  have  already  answered  before  ;  that 
wlien  I  lay  a  paper  before  the  Com- 
mander in  Chief  and  receive  his  plea- 
sure upon  that  paper,  with  him  it  is 
final,  and  it  goes  before  the  King  in 
the  due  course  ;  1  mean  to  say  again, 
that  the  Commander  in  Chief  desiring 
me  to  send  in  that  paper  vrouid  not 
expedite  it,  it  would  not  go  separate, 
it  would  go  with  the  other  papei's. 

Q.  Do  you  mean,  that  if  an  exr- 
ciiange  is  in  suspence  in  the  office,  an 
expression  used  by  the  Commander 
in  Chief,  of  a  wish  to  expedite  that 
exchange,  would  have  no  etlect  what- 
ever ? 

A.  O  no,  I  do  not  mean  that ;  it 
most  undoubtedly  would. 

Q.  Have  you  ever  known  any  other 
instance  of  this   sort  of  interference 
like  that  of  Mrs.  Sutherland  ? 
A.  i  cannot  bring  such  to  my  re- 
collection* 
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collectiou,  but  I  can  say,  that  if  that 
letter  had  been  anonymous,  the  very 
same  course  would  have  beea 
adopterU 

Q.  Had  you  any  conversation  with 
the  Commander  in  Chief  respecting 
that  letter? 

A.  I  do  not  think  I  had,  farther 
than  this ;  I  think  it  will  be  found,  on 
reference  to  the  papers,  that  the  re- 
signation is  dated  tjje  same  day  with 
Mrs.  Isutheriand's  letter  ,  in  which 
case  it  is  probable  that  1  submitted  it 
to  theCommander  in  Chief  at  the  very 
same  period  tha^  he  opened  the  letter; 
I  perfectly  recollect  the  Commander 
in  Chief  putting  the  letter  into  my 
hands,  and  desiring  me  to  inquire  in- 
to it. 

Q.  Do  you  mean,  that  the  resigna- 
tion is  dated  the  same  day  that  the 
letter  is  dated?     A.  I  believe  so. 

[It  appeared  on  inspection,  that 
the  letters  of  Messrs.  Cox  and  Green- 
wood, and  of  Mrs.  Sutherland,  were 
both  dated  the  5th  February.] 

Q.  When  was  the  resignation  for- 
warded to  Major  Turner  ? 

A.  As  it  is  dated  on  the  5th,  and 
from  the  agent's  office,  it  is  most  pro- 
bable I  received  it  on  that  day,  and 
most  probably  laid  it  before  the  Com- 
mander in  Chief,  in  my  usual  course, 
the  next  day  at  furthest.       .^ 

Q.  When  was  the  resignation  ac- 
cepted ? 

A.  That  is  also  dated  in  red  ink  up- 
on the  back  ;  it  was  approved  by  tiie 
King  on  the  23d  of  tiie  same  month ; 
it  came  in  on  the  5th. 

Did  the  Duke  of  York  state  to  you 
that  he  knew  Mrs.  Sut.'ierland  ? 
A,  No,  he  did  not. 
Q.  Nothing  about  her? 
A.  Nothing  whatever. 
[TAe  witness  luas  directed  to  ivith- 
draw.'] 

J^Mr.  William  Nicholls  zias  called 
in,  and  examined  by  Mr.  Perce- 
val.) 

Q.  Do  you  live  at  Ilampstead  ? 
A.  Yes. 

Q.  Did  Mrs*  Clarke  live  at  Tour 


house  at  Hampstead,  at  any  time,  a  s 
a  louger?     A.  Yes. 

Q.  What  time  did  she  come  ? 
A,  In  October. 
Q,  What  year?     A.    1307- 
Q.   How  long  did  she  stay  there? 
A.  Till  the  25th  June  following,  or 
thereabouts. 

Q.  When  she  came  there,  did  sh<? 
repn^sent  herself  as  a  married  womaa 
or  as  a  widow  ?     A.  As  a  widow. 

Q.  Did   she    at  any  time   during 
lier  continuance  there  represer)t  her- 
self in  anotht-r  character?     A.  Yes. 
Q.   Upon  what  occasion  ? 
A.  I  understood  that  she  was  mar- 
ried to  Mr.  Dowler. 

Q.  How  did  you  understand  th^at? 
A.   She  told  me  so. 
Q.  Did  Mr.  Dowler  come  to  her 
there?     A.  Yes. 

Q.  Was  it  upon  the  occasion  of  his 
coming  to  her,  that  she  represented 
herself  to  be  his  wife?. 
A.  Yes. 

Q.  Did  she  give  any  reason  for 
calling  herself  by  the  name  of  Clarke^ 
while  she  represented  herself  as  mar- 
ried to  Mr.  Dowler? 

A.  She  stated  iier  reason  to  be, 
that  if  the  Duke  of  York  knew  that 
she  was  married,  he  wouhl  send  Mr. 
Dowler  abroad, 

Q.  Was  Mr.  Dowler  there  fre- 
quently during  her  stay  ? 
A.  Yes,  very  frequently. 
Q.  You  have  said  that  Mrs. 
Clarke  represented  herself  as  a  wi- 
dow; in  what  way  did  she  represent 
lierself,  did  she  tell  you  she  was  a. 
widow  ? 

A.  Yes,  that  her  husband  was  dead 
three  \ears. 

Q.   When  did  she  tell  you  that? 
A.  Some  time  after  she  was  in  tlie 
house  ;  perhaps  two  months. 

Q.  When  did  she  co(ne  into  your 
house  first  ?   ^ 

A^  In  October,  the  latter  end  of 
October. 

Q.  When  did  she  tell  vou  she  was 
married  to  Mr.  Dowler? 

A.   Soon  after  Mr.  DowU-r  came  to 

Hajnpslead. 

Q.  When 
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Q.  When  did  Ish.  Dowler  first 
come  to  Hanipstead  ? 

A.  I  forget  the  time,  it  was  soon 
after  the  expedition  returned  from 
Buenos  Ayres. 

Q.  Did  3iie  go  by  the  name  of 
Mrs.  Dowler?     A.  No. 

Q.  Did  you  believe  that  she  was 
the  wife  of  Mr.  Dowler  >     A.  Yes. 

Q.  Did  Mr.  Dowler  often  sleep  in 
the  hoase?"   A.  Yes. 

Q.  Was  there  a  French  lady  in 
that  house  }     A.  Yes. 

Q.  What  wis  the -name  of  that 
lady  ? 

A.  Josepiiine,  I  think,  they^  used 
to  call  Jier;  I  did  not  know  her  name 
exactly. 

Q.  Of  how  many  people  did  Mrs. 
Clarice's  family  consist.^ 

A.  At  iirst  when  she  came,  herself. 
Captain  Thompson,  and  this  French 
lady. 

Q.  Any  children  > 

A»  Afterwards  there  were. 

Q.  How  many  children  ? 

A.  Two,  sometimes  three. 

Q.  How  many  bed-chambers  had 
Mrs.  Clarke  in  your  house? 

A.  Four  or  five;  she  occupied  the 
whole  house  almost. 

Q.  Do  you  know  wli ether  tins 
French  la.  y  slept  with  Mrs.  Clarke? 

A.  No,  I  GO  -^ot. 

Q.  Is  your  wife  \\\u\  you  now  * 

A.  Yes. 

Q.  Is  she  here? 

A.  Yes. 

Q.  Had  you  ever  any  correspon- 
dence with  Mrs.  Clarke. 

A.  ,1  do  not  understand  the  ques- 
tion. 

Q.  Did  Mrs-  Clarke  ever  write  to 
you,  or  you  to  Mrs.  Clarke  ? 

A.  Yes. 

Q.  Do  you  recolleet  when  Mrs. 
Clarke  last  wtote  ro  you  ? 

A.  Yesterday.  » 

Q.  Did  you  receive  a  letter  from 
Mrs.  Clarke  yesterday  ?      A.  Yes. 

Q.  When  was  the  last  time,  before 
ye>terday,  that  you  received  a  letter 
troin  Mrs.  Clarke?' 

A.  I  do  not  know  exactly. 


Q.  Have  you  that»  letter  in  youf 
possession  ?     A.  No. 

Q,  What  is  become  of  it? 
A.  I  gave  it  to  a  gentleman,  a  pro- 
fessional man. 

Q.  To  whom  ? 

A.  To  Mr.  Masters. 

Q.  What  is, Mr.  Masters  ? 

A.    An  attorney. 

Q.  With  what  view  did  you  give 
it  to  Mr.  Masters. 

A.  With  a  view  for  him  to  write 
to  her. 

Q.  Upon  what  subject 

A.  For  a  sum  of  money  which  she 
owed  me. 

Q.  What  were .  the  contents  of 
that  letter  ? 

A.  I  applied  to  Mrs.  Clarke  in 
town,  to  ask  her  to  pay  me  my  bill, 
when  she  was  not  to  be  seen  ;  I  told 
the  housekeeper,  unless  she  settled 
the  account  with  me,  I  should  dis- 
pose of  some  instruments  of  music 
that  were  left  in  part  to  satisfy  me. 
The  same  evening,.  I  received  a  let- 
ter, threatening  that  she  knew  1  had 
forged  a  will,  wherein  I  held  an  es- 
tate. Immediately  I  took  the  letter 
to  Mr.  Masters,  telling  him  that  it 
was  all  a  falsehood,  and  desiring  him 
to  insist  upon  getting  my  money,  and 
to  despise  hei  threats. 

Q.  \XiZs  it  in  consequence  of  the 
threat  contained  Lp  that  letter,  or  in 
consequence  of  the  debt  which  Mrs. 
Clarke  owed  you,  you  gave  that  let- 
ter to  this  professional  gentleman? 

A.  In  conse([uence  of  the  threat. 

Q.  How  Jong  was  this  ago? 

A.  I  do  not  exactly  know  ;  I  sup- 
pose July  last,  or  thereabout. 

Q.  Have  any  stepc  been  taken  in 
consequence  by  that  professional  gen- 
tleman ? 

A.  Pie  wrote  to  her,  and  has  re- 
ceived no  answer;  and  I  do  not 
think  any  thing  else  has  taken  place 
since  then. 

Q.  Have  you  ever  continued  to 
apply  to  Mrs.  Clarke  since  that  ? 

A.  No,  never. 

Q.  Did  you  ever  receive  any  rent 
i'rom  Mrs.  Clarke.?     A.  Never. 

^1/ 
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{By  Mr.  Wardle.) 

Q^In  that  letter,  did  she  say  that 
\ou  had  forged  this  will,  and  that  she 
could  hang  you  ? 

A.  1  do  not  exactly  know  the 
words,  but  something  to  that  effect. 

Q^You  state  that  you  applied  to 
your  lawyer  upon  that  subject  ;  why 
did  he  not  proceed  against  Mrs. 
Clarke  ? 

A.  I  thought  she  owed  me  enough 
money  already,  and  I  did  not  like  to 
throw  good  money  after  bad. 

Q.  Do  you  ever  recollect  saying, 
you  would  be  up  with  her  for  this? 

A.  No,  never  to  any  body. 

Q.  Do  you  recollect,  that,  at  any 
time,  in  consequence  of  this  business 


of  the  will  spoken  of  in  that  letter, 
your  wife  and  you  parted.    A.  Never. 

Q.  You  do  not  recollect  your  wife 
leaving  you  upon  that  or  any  other 
occasion  ?     A.  No. 

Q^Have  you,  in  your  possession, 
any  letters  that  belonged  to  Mrs. 
Clarke?     A.  Yes. 

Q.  Have  you  any  objection  to  pro- 
ducing thera  ? 

A.  I  should  not  wish  to  produce 
them,  unless  1  should  be-  satisfied 
what  she  owes  me,  unless  by  the  re- 
quest  of  the  House. 

[The  ivitness  her^  produced  a  hu?idl&, 
of  letters.     He  nas  thai  directed  to 
ivithdrav:.'] 


Mr.  Perceval  said,  tliat  if  those  letters  were  any  valuable  secu- 
rity or  pledge,  the  House  would  return  them  to  the  witness.  At  the 
same  time  he  did  not  think  they  should  proceed  to  examine  them 
merely  because  they  were  letters  of  Mis.  Clarke,  it  should  be  shewn 
that  they  had  some  reference  to  the  subject  before  the  House. 

Mr.  Whitbread  thought  it  would  be  right  to  ask  the  witness 
how  he  came  bv  the  letters,  before  they  were  read. 

A^R.  VVardle  proposed  asking,  whether  they  referred  to  the  sale  of 
commissions,  and,  if  so,  to  produce  them.  The  reason  he  wished 
them  to  be  read  was,'  that  Mrs.  Clarke  had  told  him  some  time  ago, 
that  she  had  burned  a  number  of  letters  on  the  same  subject  as  the  in- 
quiry now  before  the  House,,  that  she  had  given  many  of  them  to  the 
witness  and  his  wife  to  destroy,  but  found  lately  that  they  had  kept 
them.  He  applied  to  the  witness  on  receiving  tliis  information,  to 
know  whether  he  would  have  any  objection  to  give  them  up.  He 
stated  that  he  had  none,  provided  Mrs.  Clarke  would  give  l>im  a  re- 
ceipt for  them,  wliich  she  agreed  to;  on  repeating  the  request,  he  said 
that  he  had  been  since  advised  not  to  give  them  up.  Those  were  the 
circumstances  that  induced  him  (Mr.  Wardle)  to  inquire  for  the  let- 
ters, to-nicrht,  and  endeavour  to  brine:  them  before  the  Committee. — 
(Hear !  hear !) 

The  witness  was  again  called  In. 

Q.  State  how  you  came  by  those     given  to  me,  they  were   put  into  the. 
letters  ?  closet,   and  the  maid-servai:t  used  to 

A.  They  were   sent  down  to  light     take   them    out  of  the  closet  as  she 


the  fire  with 

Q.  By  whom  ? 

A.  By  Mrs.  Clarke. 

Q.  Did  she  desire  those  letters, 
when  she  sent  them  down,  to  be 
burnt  ? 

A.  They  were  sent  down  merely  to     her  barn  any. 
light   the   tire  with  ;   they   were   not 

NO.  11.  e  p 


wanted  them. 

Q.  Do  you  recollect,  at  the  period 
these  letters  were  sent  down.  Mis. 
Clarke  burning  a  great  number  of 
letters  ? 

A.  I  understand  so;  I  did  not  see 


Q.  You 
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Q.  You  have  read  many  of  these  stances  that  had  been  under  the  con- 
letters?  slderation  of  this  House  ? 

A.   I  .have  read  them  since  this'  bu-  A.  Yes,  1  think  they  do. 

siness  has  been  in  hand.  \The  ivifness  produced  two  other 

Q.   Are    you   aware    that   any   of  bundles  of  letters,  and  zcas  directed 

these   letters    relate   to   the   circum-  to  tvitkdraivi.'] 

Mr.  Yorke  objected  to  the  production  of  the  letters  ;  the  House, 
he  ihoucrhr,  ought'  to  consider  well  before  they  adopted  such  a  mea- 
sure :  alt  that  was  known  respecting  them  was,  that  they  u-ere  sent 
down  to  be  burned  ;  they  consisted  of  a  large  bundle,  and  might  con- 
sume much  time  unnecessarily  in  the  perusal.  [No!  no!)  In  the 
second  place,  they  should  not  be  read  without  knowing  from  whom 
they  came.  As  to  their  application  to  the  case  before  the  House,  the 
witness  perhaps  was  nor  a' proper  judge;  he  would  therefore  submit 
whether,  under  these  circumstances,  they  should  not  be  referred  to 
some  Select  Committee ;  {A  ay  of  No  !  no '  m  / j  he  would  wish  to 
hear  the  opinions  of  otlier  gentlemen  upon  this  subject. 

Mr.  Bahham  thought  that  the  right  hon.  gentleman  could  not  ^ 
possibly  adopt  a  course  of  proceeding  That  could  be  ultimately  more 
injurious  to  the  Duke  of  York,  than  an  attempt  to  conceal  any  part 
of  the  evidence  that  was  to  he  adduced  against  him.  Whatever  we 
tright  think  upon  the  subject,  the  country  would  have  its  suspicions. 
Triey  had  hitherto  gt>ne  upon  an  avowed  plan  of  the  utmost  publicity, 
and  it  was  now  impossible  for  them,  if  thev  were  inclined,  to  recede 
from  liiat  p'an,  whoever  might  suffer  by  the  disclosure.  The  House 
could  not  help  it,  they  must  do  their  duty  to  themselves  and  to  the 
cim\n\Y.-~(fJenr!  hear!)  '  ' 

Mr.  WhitbR-Ea:^  proposed  that  it  m:ght  be  the  better  plan  to  put 
the  letters  in  the  s'asne  situation  they  would  have^  been  if  the  witness 
had  delivered  them  to  his  hon.  fiiend  on  his  application. 

Mfi.  Pekcevai.  l>ad  not  the  least  doubt  that  they  might  he  safely 
trusted  to  that  gentleman  ;  but  at  the  same  time  he  had  apprehensions 
that  it  would  not  appear  to  all  parties  so  satisfactory  a  proceedmg. 

Mr.  BhKESFOHD  did  not  think  that  they  were  before  a  confessional, 
or  that  thev  were  to  take  cognizance  of  the  private  crimes  of  indivi- 
duals. He  thought  the  only  course  was  to  refer  that  enormous  bundle 
of  kiters  to  a  SeFeci  Committee  of  three  or  more. 
'■  Ma.  Canning  approved  of  the  suggestion  of  his  hon.  friend,  and 
thought,  that  of  the  three  propositions  offered  to  the  House,  ^the  one 
just  made  was  the  best  calculated  to  obviate  the  difficulty  in  which  the 
Committee  f'^;und  itself  involved. 

Lord  Porchester  did  not  see  the  necessity  of  a  Committee,  hut 
thounhr  it  would  he  better  that  the  hon.  gentleman  who  conducted  the- 
inquny,  and  any  other  member  of  that  House,  should  be  p^^pointed  t(,> 
ex-i.nine  the  letters. 

xMti.  Po^4soNBY  said,  that  he"  had  made  a  resolution,  at  tiie  com- 
mencement  of  the  nresent  inquiry,  not  to  offer  any  observations  upon 
it,  until  after  the  evidence  itself  had  closed,  hut  in  the  present  instance^ 
he   could   not   help  pressing  upon  the  Committee,  tl.c  necessity  ot 

coaling' 
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coming  at  the  best  possible  evidence  tliat  could  be  bad.  He  did  ap- 
prove of  a  Committee,  but  thongkr  it  was  rather  a  novel  mode  to  give 
the  minority  the  confroiil  over  the  majority. 

After  a  short  desultory  conversation  between  Messrs.  Brand,  Denis 
Browne,  W.  Wynne,  Bathurst,  Banks,  and  Perceval,  it  was  p.greed 
that  the  House,  on  its  being  resumed,  should  appoint  a  Select  Com- 
mittee to  examine  the  letters. 

The  Chairman  then  ordered  the  witness  to  be  called  in. 


{By  Mr.  Wardle.) 
Q.  Have   you    in    your  pocket  the 
whole  of  the  letters  you  took  out  of 
the  House  ?     A.  Yes. 
Q.  Produce  them. 
[The  witness  delivered  four  bun- 
dles to  the  clerk.] 


{By  Mr.  AVhitbread.) 

Q^  Were  you  advised  not  to  deli- 
ver those  letters  to  Mrs.  Clarke  ? 
A.  No. 

{By  Mr.  Wardle.) 
Q.  Is  that  your  hand-writing? 
A.  Yes,  it  is. 


[The  following  letter  from  Mr.  Nicholls  to  Mrs.  Clarke,  dated 
i3ih  February,   1809,  was  then  lead.] 

"  Madam,  "13  Feb.   1809.^ 

*«  I  rcc''  yours  respecting  v'  letters ;  and  on  turning  the  ma:tter  in 
my  mind,  I  don't  know  how  far  I  am  authorized  to  give  them  even 
io  you,  as  having  been  applied  to  from  another  quarter  on  the  san>e 
busuiess;  and  as  1  most  rertainly  shall  be  oblioed  to  attend  the  House 
of  Commons,   I  will  look  them  all  up  and  produce  them  there. 

*'  In  fact  I  think  you  ought  to  settle  my  Ace'  before  you  ask  me 

for  any  thing. 

I  am  y  obed'  Serv^ 

W.  Nicholls.'' 
/ 

A.  I  am  confident  I  did  not  know 
his  nan)e. 

Q.  Did  you  not  tell  me  {Mr, 
U'a^dle)   his  name   was  Wilkinson  ? 

A.  1  believed  it  was  Wilkinson, 
but  I  mistook  the  name,  and  [  do  not 


*•  Mrs.  Clarke."  . 

Q.  From  what  other  quarter  xvas  it 

you  were  applied  to  for  the  letters  ? 
A.  From   no  other  quarter;  1  was 

waited  upon   by  a   gentleman  on  the 

same  business,  but  in  turning  it  in  my 

mind,  1  did  not  know  that  L  was  even 

to  give  them  to  any  person,   without     know  the  name  how  ;  the  p^^rson  who 

canie  mentioned  the  name  of  Wil- 
kinson, but  it  was  not  the  person's 
name  who  came  to  me;  though  I 
might  say  it  was  Wilkinsoji  to  Mr. 
Wardle,  1  w«s  mistaken. 

{Elf  Mr.  Perceval.) 

Q.  Do  you  mean  to  say,  that  the 
person  who  rame  said  he  was  sent  by 
^It.  Wilkinson  ^ 

A.  He  mentioned  the  name  of 
Wilkinson,  but  1  am  not  certain  in 
what  vv.iv  he  used  that  name? 

Q. Whom  did  this  person  say  he 
came  from .' 

2  p  2  A.  He 


the  consent  of  the  House 

Q.  Who  was  the  other  gentleman  ? 

A.  I  do  not  know  his  name. 

Q.  Are  you  ceriain  you  do  not 
know  his  nanie  ? 

A.  I  do  not  know  his  name. 

Q,  Did  yon  know  his  name  yes- 
terday ?     A.  No,  1  did. not. 

Q.  Did  you  tell  me  {Mr.  IFardle) 
his  name  yesterday? 

A.  1  do  not  recollect  that  I  did,  I 
am  confident  I  did  not  knovr  his 
name. 

Q.  Recollect  vourself 
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A.  He  c&me  from  Mr.  Lowten. 

Q.  Whoever  it  was  he  came  from, 
did  he  ask  for  any  particular  letter, 
or  only  applied  to  you  upon  the  ge- 
neral subject  ? 

A.  He  said  nothing  about  letters. 

Q.  What  did  you  mean  when  you 
wrote  th^t  you  had  been  applied  to 
upon  the  same  business  from  another 
quarter;  what  do  these  words  mean  ? 

A.  I  meant  the  business  of  this 
inquiry. 

{By  Lord  Milton.) 
Q.  Did    the    person   coming  from 
Mr.  Lowten  request  that  you  would 
not  produce  those  letters  ? 

A.  No,  he  knew  nothing  at  all 
about  letters. 

Q.   What  did  he  ask  for? 
A.  He    asked    me   some  questions 
about  Mr.  Dowler. 

Q.  What  application  did  this  per- 
son make  to  you  ? 

A.  He  asked  me  some  questions 
about  Mr.  Dowler. 

Q.  Did  this  convftrsation  relate  to 
nothing  but  Mr.  Dowler  ? 

A.   Mr.  Dowler  and  Mrs.  Clarke. 
Q.  What  did  he  say  upon  the  sub- 
ject of  Mrs.  Clarke  ? 

A.  I  forget  almost  what  he  asked 
me ;  he  asked  me  a  few  (questions 
about  them,  and  1  told  him  that  she 
told  me  she  was  married  to  Mr. 
Dowler. 

Q^  What  did  he  say  upon  the  sub- 
ject of  papers  ?     A.  Nothing  at  all. 

Q.  Why  then  do  you  assign  this 
person  having  called  upon  you  from 
Mr.  Lowten,  as  the  reason  for  not  re- 
turning the  letters  to  Mrs.  Clarke? 

A.  For  no  reason  for  the  person 
having  called  on  me  from  Mr.  Low- 
ten  ;  but  on  turning  the  matter  in  my 
own  mind,  J  thought  it  most  prudent 
so  to  do. 

Q.  Then  why  have  you  stated  in 
your  letter,  that  this  person  having 
called  upon  you  was  the  reason  for 
not  returning  the  letters  to  Mrs. 
Clarke? 

A.  In  turning  it  in  my  own  mind, 
I  thought  that  I  might  be  censured 
by  the  House,  understanding  that  I 


must  attend  this  House  for  delivering 
those  letters  to  Mrs.  Clarke. 

Q.  Had  you,  at  the  time  of  writ- 
ing that  letter,  received  an  order 
from  the  House  to  produce  these  let- 
ters ?     A.  No. 

{By  Mr.  Perceval.) 

Q.  Did  the  person  who  came  from 
Mr.  Lowten  desire  you  to  keep  back 
those  letters,  and  to  suppress  them  ? 

A.  He  said  nothing  at  all  about 
them  ;  he  did  not  know  that  I  had  a 
letter,  to  my  knowledge. 

(J5^  Lord  Folkstone.) 

Q.  At  the  time  you  saw  that  per- 
son, had  you  received  an  order  to  at- 
tend this  House  ?     A.  No. 

Q.'What  made  you  suppose  you 
should  be  obliged  to  attend  this 
House  ? 

A.  Because  the  gentleman,  who 
came,  said  he  supposed  I  must  attend 
this  House. 

Q.  Have  you  seen  that  person 
since  yesterday  ?     A.   i'es, 

Q,  Where  ? 

A.  I  saw  him  ;  he  came  to  Hamp- 
stead  to  day,  and  I  came  to  tosvii 
with  him. 

Q.  Did  he  go  to  Hampstead  to 
fetch  you  ?     A.  Yes. 

Q.  Did  he  carry  down  the  sum- 
mons to  attend  this  House  ?     A.  No. 

Q.  How  came  you  to  come  to 
town  with  him  ? 

A.  He  came  there  after  I  received 
the  summons ;  1  did  not  expect  he 
would  come  there. 

Q.  His  name  is  not  Wilkinson  ? 

A.  No. 

Q.  Do  you  know  what  his  name  is  ? 

A.  I  should  know  what  his  name 
was  if  I  heard  it ;  I  have  heard  it  to^ 
day,  but  do  not  recollect  it. 

Q.   Is  it  Williams?     A.  No. 

Q.  Did  he  say  anything  to  you 
to-day  about  the  letters  ? 

A.  No,  he  knew  I  had  the  letters 
to-dav. 

Q.  But  he  did  not  speak  to  you 
upon  the  subject  ? 

A.  No,  I  believe  his  name  is 
Wright,  but  I  am  not  sure. 

Yoii 
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Q.  You  stated  in  the  former  part  wife,  and  you  liave  also  stated  that 
of  your  examination,  that  you  be-  she  told  you  when  she  came  to  Hanip- 
Jieved  Mrs.  Clarke  was  Mr.  Dovvler's  stead  she  was  a  widow  ;  did  yon  sup- 
wife,  did  you  ever  apply  to  Mr.  pose  the  marriage  with  Mr.  Dowler 
Dowler  for  the  satisfaction  of  your  took  place  at  Hampstead  ?  A.  No. 
debt.     A.   Never.  Q.  Why  then  did  you  believe  that 

Q.  Why  did  you  not  ?  she  was  Mr.  Dowler's  wife,  when  she 

A.  I  had  not  an  opportunity.  had    previously  told  you    she  was  a 

Q.  Did  you  ever  seek  for  an  op-  widow  } 


portunity  ? 

A.  No,  1  do  not  know  that  I  ever 
did  ;  I  was  not  anxious  about  the  bu- 
siness ;  I  did  not  suppose  but  w-hat  I 
should  be  paid. 

Q.  In  what  profession  are  you  ? 

A.  A  baker  by  business. 

Q.  How  long  have  you  lived  in 
Hampstead?     A.  Eightor  nine  years. 

Q.  You  are  a  housekeeper  there  ? 

A.  Yes. 

{By  Mr.  Hibbert.) 

Q.  You  have  stated,  that  you  be- 
lieved Mrs,  Clarke  was  Mr.  Dowler's  , 

[  The  letter  was  then  read.  ] 

*'  Mrs.  Clarke  will  esteem  herself  greatly  obliged  to  Mr.  Ni- 
cols,  if  he  will  send,  as  he  has  promised,  all  her  letters  by  the  bearer, 
who  she  sends  in  compliance  with  the  arrangement  made  by  him  two 
liours  ago." 


A.  Mrs.  Clarke  left  my  house  and 
went  to  town  ;  when  she  returned, 
Mr.  Dowler  returned  witji  her,  or 
near  that  time  ;  it  was  after  that  time 
that  Mr.  Dowler  was  in  the  habit  of 
coming,  that  she  told  me  she  was 
married  to  Mr.  Dowler. 

(Bi/  Mr.  Beresford.) 

•  Q.  You  have  stated,  that  you  re- 
ceived a  letter  yesterday  from  Mrs. 
Clarke  ;  what  are  the  contents  of  that 
letter.     A.   I  have  it  in  my  pocket. 


n 
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Monday,  one  o'clock." 
'*  Mr.  Nicols, 

opposite  New  End, 
Hampstead. 

Q.  Who  was  the  bearer  of  that  letter? 

A.  I  do  not  know  who  it  was,  a 
servant  on  Itorseback. 

Q.  What  (^d  Mrs.  Clarke  mean 
by  the  arrangement  ? 

A.  I-  suppose  she  means  the  conver- 
sation between  Mr,  Wardie  and  my- 
self on  the  subject. 

Q,  Repeat  as  nearly  as  you  can  that 
conversation  ^ 

A.  Mr.  Wardlc  called  on  me,  to 
apply  for  those  letters,  and  I  told  Mr. 
Wardie  1  was  not  inclined  to  give 
them  up,  in  fact  I  should  not  think 
lit  to  give  them  uj)  without  an  order 
from  the  person  to  whom  thev  be- 
longed, Mr.  Wardie  left  me,  with 
the  supposition  that  1  should  deliver 
the  letters  up,  when  I  received  an 
order  from  Mrs.  Clarke  ;  but  on  turn- 
ing it  in  my  mind  I  did  not  think  lit 
to  give  them  up  even  then. 


Q.  WHien  did  Mrs.  Chrke  know 
that  you  had  these  letters. 

A.  I  do  not  know  how  she  knew  it; 
perhaps  1  might  mention  to  some  one 
that  I  had  these  things,  and  it  might 
come  to  her  knowledge  by  that  means. 

[The  ivltness  ivas  ordered  to  "xith- 
draw,  on  zuhich  Mr.  ]oHJ!j  Reid  nas 
called  ill,  and  examined  by  Mr.  Pejl- 

'CEVAL.]  * 

Q.   Where  do  you  live^ 

A.  In  Saint  Martin's  lane. 

Q.  Do  you  keep  an  hotel  in  Saint 
Martin's, lane  ? 

A.      do. 

Q.  Do  you  know  Mr.  Dowler? 

A.  I  do. 

Q.  How  long  have  you  knowa 
him  } 

A.  About  two  years  I  believe  ; 
cannot  be  exact  as  to  the  lime. 

Q.  How 
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Q.  Kovv  loner  has  Mr.  Dovvler 
frequented  your  house  ? 

A.  About  two  years. 

Q.  Do  you  recollect  his  coming 
there  at  any  time  with  a  person  whom 
he  repr^^fenled  to  be  his  wile  ? 

A.  I  do. 

Q.  When? 

A.  At  all  of  the  times  he  was  in 
town,  at  some  lime  or  other. 

Q.  Has  he  been  frequently  at  your 
bouse  w  idi  a  per.son  whom  he  repre- 
sented as  ills  w  ile. 

^.  Not  very  frequently. 

Q.  Do  )OU  now  know  \vho  the  la- 
dy was  whom  he  so  represented  as 
Ills  wife  ? 

A.  I  do  not. 

Q.  Was  it  the  same  person  that 
always  came  with  iiim  ? 

A.  The  same  person. 

Q.  When  was  that  person  last  at 
your  house,  that  you  knew  her  to  be 
there  ? 

A.  I  think  la-^t  Friday  se'ennight, 
the  day  that  Mr.  Dowler  came  to 
town. 

Q.  You  do  not  know  who  that  la- 
dy ilf 

A.  I  have  heard,  but  I  do  not 
know  of  my  own  knowledge. 

Q.  Has  Mr.  Dovvler  supplied  any 
body  with  wine  trom  your  house? 

A.  No,  Mr.  Dowler  has  had  some 
wine  from  my  house. 

Q.  Where  has  that  wine  been  sent 
to? 

A.  I   believe  somewhere  by  Bed- 
ford-square, 1  think,  but  1  do  not  re- 
collect ;    if   I  had  txpecfed    to    be- 
askeci  the  question,     i  would    have 
made  myself  sure  of  it. 

Q.  Did  the  bdy  who  came  with 
Mr.  Dowler,  goby  the  name  of  Mrs. 
Dowler  ? 

A.  Certainly  slie  did,  or  she 
would  not  have  biren  in  my  house. 

A.  Wa>  the  person  who  was  with 
Mr.  Dowler  on  Friday  se'ennight,  at 
your  house,  the  lady  who  used  to  be 
with  him  under  the  name  of  Mrs. 
Dowler  r 

A.  The  same. 

Q.  Did  you  ever  hear  her  go  by 


any  other  name  but  that  of  Mrs. 
Dowler  ? 

A.  No. 

Q.  Did  you  ever  address  her  your- 
self by  the  name  of  Mrs.  Dowler  ? 

A.  I  did. 

Q.  Did  she  answer  to  that  name  ? 

■A.  Most  certainly. 

Q.  Are  you  sure  it  was  on  Friday 
se'ennight  that  this  lady  was  at  your 
house  for  the  last  time  ? 

A.  The  last  time  that  T  saw  her. 

Q.  Are  you  sure  as  to  the  day  ? 

A.  To  the  best  of  my  recollec- 
tion. 

Q.  Are  sure  it  was  the  day  Mr. 
Dowler  arrived  in  town  ? 

A.  I  think  it  was. 

Q.    Are  you  certain  of  that  fact. 

A.  As  well  as  my  memory  serves 
me  I  am. 

Q.  Have  you  seen  that  lady  any 
where  in  the  neighbourhood  ol  this 
House  since  you  came  ?  . 

A.  I  have  not. 

Q.  She  pas«ed  as  Mrs.  Dowler 
on  that  evening .? 

A.  Yes,   she  did. 

Q.  Have  you  ever  heard  Mr. 
Dowler  call  her  by  the  name  of  Mrs. 
Dowler } 

A.  Yes,  I  have.' 

Q.  And  she  answered  to  that  name.' 

A.  Yes. 

[The  '-^■itness  zi-as  directed  to  ziitJi-. 

draxv.'] 

(George  Robinson  .zva-s  next  called 
in,  and  examined  by  Mr.  Perce- 
val.) 

Q.  Are  yoa  the  porter  at  Slaugh- 
ter's Hotel. 

A.  Yes. 

Q.  Do  you  know  Mr.  Dowler  ? 

A.  Yes. 

Q.  How  long  have  you  known 
him  ? 

A.  From  the  time  that  he  returned 
fruii)  the  expedition  that  came  home 
from  Buenos  Ayre«  ;  that  was  the 
first  kn(rw!edge  1  had  of  him. 

Q.  Did  you  ever  see  with  him 
nnv  lady  that  he  calle  I  by  the  nanie 
of  iNIrs.  Dowler.!*     A.  Yes. 

Q-A 
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Q.  At  your  master's  house?  A.  Yes. 

Q.   Living  with  him  there? 

A.  For  a  short  time. 

Q.  As  his  wiib  ? 

A.  Yes,  as  his  wife. 

"Q,  Dojou  know  who  that  lady  is? 

A.  Yes. 

Q.  Who  is  it? 

A.  She  goes  by  the  name  of  iMrs. 
Clarke,   to  my  knowledge: 

Q.  How  do  yon  know  that  ? 

A.  By  the  public  talk  I  have  heard 
that  ot  lier;   nothing  further. 

Q.  Have  you  ever  been  to  her 
hoLi<e  ? 

A.  Yes  ill  Bedford  place,  !eadincr 
from  Bloorasbury  Square  tp  llus>el 
Square. 

Q.  Was  there  any  name  upon  her 
door  there  ? 

A.  Not  to  the  best  of  my  recollec- 
tion ? 

Q.  Did  you  ever  carry  her  any 
thint^  there  ?     A.  Yes. 

Q.  What  ?     A.   Wine. 

Q.  From  your  master's  ?    A.  Yes. 

Q.  Who  ordered  that  wine  ? 

A.  I  received  the  order  from  my 
ffiaster  ? 

Q   Have  you  seen  her  at  your  mas- 
ter's hou^e  lately  ?     A.    I  have  not. 
>     Q.  Hav^e  you  seen   her  since   Mr, 
Dowler's  return  from  Spain  ? 

A.  I  have  not. 

Q.  Have  vou  9een  Mr.  Dovvler 
Ihert;  since  ?     A.  Yes,  i  have. 

Q.  To  whom  was  the  wine  di- 
rected to  be  carried?  A.Mrs.  DowJer. 

Q.  To  be  tarried  to  No.  14-  Bed- 
ford place  ?     A.  Yes. 

Q.  You  would  know  the  lady  if 
you  saw  her  ? 

A;  Yes,  I  believe  I  should. 
Q.  Have)ou  ever  seen  her  at  any 
otlier   place,  or  carried   wine  to  her 
any  where  else  ?     A.  Yes. 
Q.  Wliere  ? 

A.  At  the  end  of  the  King's  Road, 
I  believe  it  is  called  Westcott  Build- 


ings, or  something  of  that  sort,  lead- 
ing to  Sloane  Square. 

Q..  What  name  did  you  carry  it  to 
there  ?     A.  Mrs.  Dowler. 

Q.  When? 

A.  I  might  say  I  believe  it  wa?  the 
13th  or  I  Uh  of  December  last. 

Q.   Who  ordered  that  wine  ? 

A.  I  am  not  sure. 

[_Th€  xvithess  ivas  directed  to  ivitli- 
dr  aiu.'] 

^Samuel  W^ells  ivas  called  hi,  and  ex- 
amined hj  Mr.  Perceval.) 

Q.  Are  you  a  waiter  at  Slaughter's 
CofT'ee-house  ?     A.  lam. 

Q.   Do  you  know  Mr.  Dovvler 

A.  Yes. 

Q.  Do  you  know  Mrs.  Dowler  ? 

A.  Bv  name. 

Q.   Have  you  seen  her  ? 

A.  By  the  n^me  of  Mrs.  Dowler 
I  have  seen  her  ? 

Q.  Have  you  heard  her  called  by 
that  name  ?      A.I  have  ? 

Q.  When  did  you  see  her  there  last?, 

A.  It  might  be  about  eight  day4 
ago  ? 

Q.  Do  you  recollect  the  day  of  the 
week  ?     A.  I  cannot. 

Q.   In  whose  company  was'she  ? 

A.   With  Mr.  Dowler. 

Q.   How  long  did  she  stay  there? 

A,   OiiC  ni;iht. 

Q.  Do  you  happen  to  know  what 
the  real  name  of  that  lady  is   now  ? 

A.  Not  till  I  had  seen  it  in  the  pa- 
per. 

Q.  Have  you  seen  her  any  where 
else. 

A.  No  where  else  but  at  our  house. 

Q.  Did  you  ever  deliver  a  letter 
to  this  lady,  directed  to  Mrs.  Dow- 
ler ?     A.  No,  I  have  not. 

Q.  Wa-  Mr.  Dowler  ever  there 
with  any  other  lady  except  this  ? 

A.  Not  to  my  knowledge.         :- 

{The  tvitness  nas  directed  to  idth- 
draiv.l  ^ 


.  Mr.  Wardle  then  desired  Mrs.  Favourite,  the  housekeeper  of 
Mrs.  Clarke,  to  be  called,  but  the  Serjeant  reported  to  the  House  that 
she  was  not  in  attendance.  He  then  declared  he  should  not  trou- 
ble the  Committee  with,  any  more  evidence. 
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Mr.  Perceval  then  caileil  upon  the  hon.  gentleman  to  declare, 
whether  it  was  his  intention  to  brin^  forward  any  new  matter  or 
charge,  in  adfliiion  to  those  ah'eady  adduced. 

jNIr.  VVARDLEdeclared  hehad  not  made  up  his  mind  on  the  subject, 
as  he  had  not  fully  informed  himself  of  the  amount  of  the  evidence 
in  support  of  ir,  but  he  would  prepare  himself  to  announce  his  inten- 
tion  to-morrow. 

Mr.  Perceval  observed,  that  though  he  .iilght  not  be  enabled  to 
state  the  particulars,  he  might  inform  them  of  the  nature  of  the  charge 
he  meant  to  bring  forward. 

Mr.  Wardle  declared  he  could  not  disclose  it  that  moment;  hue 
he  assured  the  right  hon.  gentleman  he  would  disclose  it  the  very  first 
moment  it  was  in  his  power. 

Lord  Folkstone  said,  his  hon.  friend  might  be  busily  employed  in 
the  morning  investigating  the  evidence,  but  his  Lordship  would  take 
care.to  communicate  then"  intention  as  soon  as  they  came  to  any  con- 
clusion. 

Mr  Perceval  still  pressed  for  a  disclosure  of  the  nature  of  the 
charge  intended  to  be  brought  furwaid. 

Mji.  Canning  said,  that  such  a  thing  was  never  heard  of,  as  an 
intended  charge  so  vague  that  the  party  had  not  prepared  to  state  what 
it  was.  The  consequence  was,  tliat  while  the  impression  went  forth 
to  the  public,  the  accused  would  be  deprived  of  the  means  of  beinc^ 
prepared  for  his  defence. 

Lord  Folkstone  replied,  the  charge  was  not  vague,  for  it  was  not 
made,  and  would  be  indeed  subjecting  theuiseives  to  censure,  if  they 
were  to  make  it  before  ihey  knew  whether  tliey  had  such  proof  as 
would  justify  them  in  bringing  it  forward. 

Mr.  Whitbread  defended  the  hon.  gentleman,  and  the  noble  lord 
from  the  imputation  of  cc^ncealing  the  nature  of  the  charge,  for  the 
purpose  of  not  allowing  time  for  defence.  If  such  a  thing  were  i>i- 
lended,  the  House  would  prevent  the  injustice,  by  allowing  suffi- 
cient'time  for  that  purpose.  It  was  easy  to  conceive  information  given 
of  a  charge  so  important  as  to  deserve  inquiry,  and  yet  the  testimony 
so  doubtful  as  to  require  time  to  consider  whether  it  could  be  sus- 
tained :  upon  these  grounds,  he  was  sure  his  friends  would  stand  ac- 
quited  in  refusing  to  disclose  ir. 

Mr.  Perceval  persisted  in  the  opinion,  that  the  mode  of  proceed- 
incT  was  unusual    and  unprecedented. 

The  House  being  resumed,  Mr.  Whaiiton  reported  that  the  Com- 
mittee had  ordered  the  papers  delivered  to  them  by  Mr.  Nicholls  to  be 
sealed,  and  directed  him  to  move,  *'  That  a  Select  Com.niittce  be  ap- 
pointed to  inspect  the  same,  and  to  report  such  and  such  parts  thereof, 
as  were  relevant  to  the  charges  before  the  House." 

A  Select  Committee  was  accordingly  named,  consisting  of  the  fol- 
lowing gentlemen  : —  Mr.  Wardle,  Mr.  Williams  Wynne,  Mr. 
Crokeh,  Mr.  Brand,  and  Mr.  Leach  ;  three  whereof  to  be  a 
quorum. 

Th  e  other  orders  of  the  dav  were  postponed,  and  the  House 
adjourned,  at  half  past  one  o'clock. 

'  EIGHTH 
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EIGHTH  DAY. 

WEDNESDAY,    FEBRUARY    15,     1809. 


Upon  the  motion  of  Mr.  Wardle,  Mr.  M^Dowall  was  order* 
ed  to  attend  the  Committee  for  investigating  the  conduct  of  the 
Duke  of  York.  Mr.  Charles  Greenwood  was  also  ordered  to 
attend. 

Mr.  Leach  presented  the  report  of  the  Select  Committee,  ap- 
pointed the  preceding  night,  to  inspect  certain  letters  submitted 
to  tlie  Committee  of  the  whole  House,  for  investigating  the  con- 
duct of  his  Royal  Highness  the  Duke  of  York.  This  was  read  by 
the  clerk  at  the  table,  and  was  to  the  following  purport: 

"  Your  Committee  have  inspected  the  several  letters  referred  to 
them,  and  selected  and  placed  in  a  bundle,  marked  (A),  all  the 
letters  relevant  to  the  matter  in  question ;  but  they  beg  leave  to 
remark,  that  they  are  not  to  be  understood  as  giving  an  opinion, 
whether  all  or  any  part  of  the  said  letters  are  fit  lo  be  made  evi- 
dence, or  are  proper  for  the  inspection  of  the  whole  House,  or 
pronouncing  any  judgment  upon  that  point." 

Lord  Folkstone  then  rose.     He  said,  that  after  what  had 
passed  the  preceding  night  in  the  House,  on  the  subject  of  disclos- 
ing a  new  charge,  he  should  not  think  it  necessary  to  say  any  thing 
in  his  own  vindication  ;  but  he  hoped  and  trusted  that  the  House 
and  the  country  at  large,  would  think  and  feel,  that  while  his  hon. 
friend,  who  had  felt  it  his  duty  to  bring  the  present  business  for- 
ward, had  been   attempted   lo    be    branded    with   the    disgraceful 
epithet  o^  accuser,  he  had  not  been   allowed  to  proceed  in  the  way 
he  had  chalked  out  for  himself,  but  had  been  forced  into  a  line 
different  from  what  he  intended,  by  the  professed  friend  and  ad- 
viser of  the  accused'^  a  mode  of  which  he  would  be  bold  to  say  this 
was  the  only  instance  to  be  found.     He  hoped  that  House  and  the 
country  would  remember,  that  his  hon.  friend  had  been  hurried  on, 
day  after  day,  without  intermission  or  rest,  and  that  he  had  been 
left  to  struggle  through  the   business  alone,  till  within   these  few 
days,  when  some  gentlemen,  feeling  for  the  hardship  of  his  situa- 
tion, had  stepped  forward  to  offer  their  assistance.     He  hoped  it 
would  not  be  forgotten,  that  his  hon.  friend  was  prosecuting  the 
inquiry  under  the  threats  of  infamy,  and  all  the  consequences  of  a 
failure.     These  observations  his  Lordship  conceived  due  after  what 
had  passed.     With   respect  to    the   business  before  them,  he  now 
wished  to  state  those  particulars  which  had  been  asked  for  yester- 
day, but  which  he  then  felt  it  his  duty  to  decline  disclosing.     Some 
^ays  ago  a  gentleman  had  stated,  that  he  had  seen  certain  papers 
no.  VI.  2q  affecting 
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affecting  the  Duke  of  York,  in  respect  to  the  charges  now  nndec 
discussion,  but  that  the  person  who  had  them  was  unwilling  to 
produce  them,  but  he  suggested  a  clue  by  which  thev  rnioht  be 
discovered.  They  had  passed  into  the  hands  of  a  solicitor,'^iQ  his 
chaiacier  of  agent  to  a  commission  of  bankruptcy.  Ilie  name  of 
the  bankrupt  was  procured,  l)ut  as  it  was  found,  ^on  enquiry,  that 
there  were  several  of  the  same  name,  and  of  course  di-ierent  ao-ents, 
it  was  necessary  to  call  on  several  before  the  right  person  was  dis- 
covered. His  Lordship  questioned  him  concerning  the  papers, 
and  he  said  he  had  them,  but  was  unwilling  to  produce  them,  as 
he  feared  he  should  by  so  doing  acquire  the  cliaracter  of  an  informer. 
His  Lordship  endeavoured  to  obviate  this  objection,  but  he  also 
ex[u-essed  his  fear  of  cffending  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer, 
to  whom  he  had  formerly  been  under  some  obligations.  He 
■ai^sured  him  he  had  no  ground  for  apprehension  on  that  head,  when 
lie  was  only  doing  his  duty.  But  his  principal  objection,  his  Lord- 
ship said,  vvas,  tliat  the  disclosure  would  injure  him  in  his  profes- 
sional character.  His  Lordship  made  inquiries  whether  such  a 
prii-ciple  of  concealment  was  considered  essential,  but  he  could 
find  no  such  rule.  The  conclusion  of  the  affair  was  this  :  his  Lord- 
ship found  that  the  person  of  whom  he  was  speaking,  considered 
the  br.smess'to  be  taken  up  as  a  ministerial  question  by  the  otlier 
side  of  the  House,  and  he  dreaded  incurring  displeasure,  and  the 
consequent  ruin  of  his  family,  which  wholly  depended  on  his  ex- 
ertions. Nor  was  this  the  only  instance  in  which  information  had 
been  refused.  His  Lordship  believed  he  could  prove  cases  where 
oiiicersliad  declined  coming  forward,  through  fear  of  the  conse- 
quence:^.  He  also  told  his  Lordship  he  had  not  the  papers  in  his 
possession,  because  he  had  put  them  away  througti  tear  of  beinp- 
called  on  to  produce  them.  At  length  it  was  agreed  on  that  he 
s>liould  call  Oil  the  late  Solicitor  General,  and  state  to  him  the  cir- 
cumstances, and  take  his  advice  whether  or  nor  he  should  produce 
the  papers.  His  Lordship  was  to  have  met  him  this  day  at  a 
quarter  after  three  o'clock,  but  instead  of  seein"-  him,  he  received 
a  note  from  him,  stating,  that  Sir  Samuel  Romilly  was  eniraeed, 
and  that  he  had  not  yet  seen  him.  Under  these  circumstances,^ his 
Lordship  conceived  it  his  duty  to  slate  what  he  knew  to  the  House, 
as  he  had  bj^fore  done  to  the  Chancellor  of  the  Lxcliequer.  This 
was  the  whole  of  what  he  knew,  as  he  had  not  seen  the  papers- 
hut  he  had  seen  an  abstract  of  them,  and,  as  far  as  he  could  judo-J 
by  that,  he  conceived  that  they  had  a  bearing  upon  the  question 
before  them,  as  to  the  disposal  of  places  under  Government,  if  not 
as  to  ilie  army,  and  he  conceived  from  tlie  course  they  had  hither- 
to pr.rsned,  they  ought  not  to  be  rejected  on  that  account.  His 
Lordship  coiu-Iuded  with  suggesting  tlie  propriety  of  caUing  for  the 
papers,  as  tii--  person  was  ordered  to  altond  at  their  bar,  and,  as 
they  had  doiie  last  night,  submit  them  in  tlie  first  instance,  to  the 
inspcciirn  of  a  Select  Committee,  for  the  purpose  of  makinj^  their  ' 
report  upon  them. 

Mr..  PjiRc  iLVAL  defended  iiie   House  from  what  he  considered 
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aspersions  thrown  upon  ft  by  the  noble  Lord.     His  Lordship  hnd 
stated^  they  should  never  forget  the  strange  manner  in  uhicli  ibe 
hon.  gentleman  had  been  forced  to  proceed  ;  he  hoped  that  their' 
remembrance  would  be  correct  on  the  subject,  and  he  had  no  fear 
that  it  would   be  unfavourable.     He  agreed  with   the  noble  Lord, 
in  saying  an  hon.  member  (Mr.  Adam)liad  pressed  that  the  inquire 
should  be  open,  but  he  svould  ask  was  that   mode  forced  upon  the 
mover  .^     There  had  been  only  two  voices,  the  hon.  member's,  who 
proposed  the  inquiry,  and   his  Lordship's,  against   what   appeared 
to  the  House  the  most  proper  mode  of  proceeding.     That  this  was 
not  wrong  was  manifest,   from   the  hon.  gentleman  (Mr.  Wardle) 
having  acquiesced,  and  his  not  having  moved  for  a  Select  Com- 
mittee; and  on  the  contrary  shewing  no   reluctance  to  the  course 
proposed.     Was  it  then,  he  would  a'sk,  either  fair  or  just,  to  call 
this  an  unheard  of  or  harsh  mode  of  proceeding  ?  or  that  the  House 
should  be  held  up  to  public  view  as  endeavouring    to  impede  that 
justice,  which  on  the  contnuy  they  had  endeavoured  to  promote? 
If,  therefore,  they  were  to  be  tried,  he  was  confident  they  would 
be  acquitted,  if  the  facts  were  fairly  known;  as  he  would'be  bold 
to  say,  that  on  no  occasion   were  "to   be  found  proceedings  more 
fair,  or  a  greater  readiness  evinced  to   afford   every  assistance   in 
attaining  the  end  proposed.     For  this  he  could  refer  to  one  fact, 
that  in  the  course  of  the  discussion  not  a  sirtgle  division  had  taken 
place,  nor  a  single  measure  been  opposed  without  the  hon.  gentle- 
man acquiescing  in  the  opposition  ;  and  it  might  be  fah'ly  inferred, 
that  if  the  noble  Lord  himself  had  thought  them  in  the  wron«-,  he 
would  not  have  failed  to  shew  his  sense  of  it  by  dividing  the  House, 
and  then  there  would  be  a  list  of  the  glorious  minority,     ft  was  also 
urged  as  a  ground   of  accusation,  that  their  mode  of  proceeding 
was  too  rapid;  but  the  hon.  gentleman  had  had  his  own  time  to 
prepare  his   charges,  and   had  on^y  to  procure  his  witnesses,  and 
when  one  day  was  deemed  more  fit  than  another,  it  was  acquiesced 
in.     He  had  been  also  alluded  to  as  having  used  the  term  accuser. 
He  agreed   he  had  said  that  if  the  charges  failed,  infamy  would 
attach  to  those  who  had  made  false  charges,  and  censure  on   such 
as  had  been  too  creduious  in  listening  to  them.     With  regard  to 
the  noble  Lord   himself,  he  admitted    he   had  said,  he  thought  it 
harsh  to  refuse  to  name  the  charge,  but^when  his  Lordship  called 
on  him,  he  had  given  satisfactory  reasons  for  that  refusal.     When 
his  Lordship  stated  that  oilier  proofs    were  withheld   by  officers, 
through  fear  of  the  consequences,  did  he  recollect  what  impression 
this  might  make  on  the  public  mind,  who  might  thereby  be  i;iduced 
to  say,  that  though  tliis  or  that  charge  was  not  proved,  all  those 
were  nothing  to  what  could    have  been  proved,  if  it  were  not  for 
the  tear  of  the  Government;  and  yet   mii^ht  not  some  of  those 
hidden  charges  be  as  unfounded  as  some  of  those  which  they  had 
been  investigating  had  turned  out  to  be?     These  observalio'^ns  he 
considered  as  necessary  from  what  had  fallen  from  the  noble  Lord. 
With  respect  to  the  jpapers  alluded  to  by  his  Lordship,  he   con- 
ceived it  better  for  him  to  see  them,  if  possible,  and  form  his  own 
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judgment  upon  them  ;  if  that  should  be  found  impossible,  they  then 
might  appoint  a  Committee  for  the  purpose;  but  it  was  better  his 
Lordship  should  make  the  trial  in  the  first  instance. 

Lord  Folkstone  explained,  and  said,  that  he  should  not 
have  adverted  to  the  circumstances  upon  which  the  right  hon. 
gentleman  had  enlarged,  had  it  not  been  owing  to  the  terms  used 
by  some  hon.  gentleman  opposite  on  a  former  night,  implying, 
that  infamy  must  fall  on  his  hon.  friend,  should  he  not  succeed  in 
establishing  tliese  charges.     (J  at/  of  No!  No!) 

Mr.  Perceval  replied,  that  the  noble  Lord  had  nothing  more 
to  do,  than  to  use  the  summons  of  the  House,  to  call  the  persons 
to  whom  he  had  alluded  to  the  bar,  to  as  to  obtain  the  production 
of  any  evidence  which  he  might  deem  necessary. 

Mr.  Adam  observed,  that  after  the  very  able  manner  in  which 
the  right  hon.  gentleman  opposite  (Mr.  Perceval)  had  spoken,  in 
answer  to  what  had  fallen  from  the  noble  Lord  near  him,  he  cer- 
tainly should  not  have  deemed  it  necessary  to  add  one  word,  it'  he 
had  not  received  information,  while  he  was  out  of  the  House,  that 
it  had  been  stated  that  the  hon.  gentleman  who  brought  forward 
this  question,  had  been  driven  from  his  course  by  the  express  ad- 
viser of  the  Royal  Duke.  **  These  are  nearly  the  words  1  had 
handed  to  me,  and  1  appeal  to  the  noble  Lord  himself  if  they  be 
correct.^' 

Lord  Folkstone. — "  I  certainlv  said,  that  the  course  which 
had  been  adopted  in  these  proceedings^  was  by  the  express  sohciLa- 
tion  of  the  professed  adviser  of  the  lloyal  Duke." 

Mr.  Adam  continued  and  said — '^  Of  course  that  was  the  sense 
in  which  I  understood  the  noble  Lord  to  have  spoken  respecting 
me  ;  but  what  I  have  principally  to  complain  of,  is,  that  in  the 
House  of  Commons,  where  every  man  is  addressed  in  terms  suit- 
able to  his  particular  character — such  a  Baronet  by  the  title  of 
Worthy  Baronet — a  Lord  by  that  of  Noble  Lord— another  Mem- 
ber by  that  of  Honourable  Gentleman,  and  so  on,  it  is  surely  both 
irregular  and  unjust,  particularly  in  such  a  ca«e  as  this,  that  any 
epithet  should  be  given  to  any  person  in  this  House,  except  that 
which  is  consonant  to  the  usage  of  it.  If  the  noble  Lord  had  said 
that  the  learned  gentleman  had  done  so  and  so,  1  should  not  per- 
haps liave  made  any  observation  upon  the  subject ;  but  when  U  is 
to  go  forth  to  the  country,  that  the  "  Prcftsfied  Adviser''  of  the 
Royal  Duke  had  suggested  the  mode  of  investigation  going  for- 
warfi,  I  think  I  have  reason  to  complain  thai  I  was  merely  alluded 
to  by  the  title  of  [be  ''  Professed  yidviseir  instead  of  that  which 
.was  appropriate  to  the  custom  of  its  piocccdmgs.  I  have  my  feel- 
ings as  to  this  subject,  tor  it  is  not  im>josMble  that  any  person  who 
has  appeared  as  a  witiicss  before  the  Committee  of  the  House, 
from  the  great  leuuih  of  tlie  proceedings,  may  be  found  to  have 
fallen  into  a  mistake;  for  the  best  of  perious  may  err;  but  these 
things  make  me  particularly  anxious  to  repel  the  efrect  of  the  ap- 
])ellation  which  the  noble  Lord  has  given  me,  in  the  most  positive 
manner,  that  rr.y  suitemeiit  may  go  opt  tQ  the  public  ia  <is  strong 
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terms  as  the  other  was  given.  I  know  that  this  House  do  not,  in 
general,  wish  to  hear  personalities,  but  I  trust  they  will  hsten  to 
the  justification  of  a  person  who,  in  the  course  of  a  very  long  life, 
and  a  great  deal  of  business  and  pubhc  duty,  both  in  and  out  of 
this  House,  thinks  it  of  importance  that  he  should  preserve,  with- 
out stain  or  blemish,  that  character  and  reputatioii  which  has  beea 
honourable  and  respectable  throughout  hfe.  I  appeal  to  the  House, 
whether,  in  a  life  of  %d  years  of  Parliamentary  duty,  spent  in  no 
great  prosperity,  but  certainly  rather  in  very  considerable  adver- 
sity, with  a  large  family  to  support,  I  have  not  resisted  any  thins; 
like  temptation,  but  adhered  to  a  line  of  independent  conduct  iii 
this  House?  and  if  the  noble  Lord  cannot  attach  to  m^^  character 
the  criminality  of  bartering  my  situation  in  Parliament  during  that 
long  period,  I  think  it  is  rather  too  late  now  to  attempt  to  make 
such  insinuation,  by  using  a  particular  expression,  or  to  hint,  that 
by  beint;  the  adviser  of  ihe  Royal  Duke,  1  have  deviated  from  my 
original  line  of  proper  conduct.  That  I  have  had  intercourse  witli 
that  Royal  Duke  is  certain  ;  but  I  beg  the  House  to  recollect  what 
was  the  nature  of  the  proceedings  now  before  them,  at  the  time  I 
first  ventured  to  touch  upon  the  question.  The  hon.  gentleman 
who  brought  it  forward,  did  not  of  himself  make  any  specific  motion 
for  a  Select  Committee  being  appointed  for  the  investigation, 
although  he  hinted  in  his  speech,  tliat  such  a  Committee  might  be 
the  most  proper  mode.  In  the  course  of  the  discussion  it  was 
suggested,  that  a  Parliamentary  Commission  should  be  instituted, 
and,  except  that,  and  the  instance  of  the  noble  Lord  himselF,  I 
do  not  recollect  that  there  was  a  single  dissentient  voice  in  the 
House  as  to  the  course  cf  proceeding.  I  was  most  anxious  that 
the  proceeding  should  be  public,  but  the  motion  for  a  Committee 
of  the  whole  House  was  not  made  by  me,  but  suggested  and  made 
by  others,  who  stated  the  advantages  likely  to  be  derived  from  it. 
1  put  it  to  the  House  if  there  has  been  the  least  interruption  to  the 
most  free,  perfect,  and  impartial  inquiry  possible?  No  objection 
has  been  started  to  prevent  that  course  being  adopted,  and  that 
sort  of  investigation  taking  place.  [  have  never  pressed  myself 
forward  in  any  manner  that  can  entitle  any  one  to  add  the  appel- 
lation to  my  name  of''  Adxher  to  the  Royal  Duke"  When  the 
noble  Lord  and  hon.  gentleman  stated, -last  night,  that  they  had 
another  charge  to  bring  forward,  I  abstained  entirely  from  personal 
interference,  and  was  determined  to  do  so,  unless  when  called  upon 
to  answer  questions." 

Lord  Folkstone  stated,  that  he  meant  no  imputation  by  call- 
ing the  learned  gentleman  the  adviser  of  the  Duke  of  York. 

Mil.  Calcraft. — "  1  should  notobject  to  the  noble  Lord  taking 
credit  to  himself  tor  the  assistance  he  afforded  to  the  hon.  gentle- 
man who  lias  brought  forward  this  investigation;  but  it  was  rather 
singular  to  hear  him  arrogating  to  himself  all  the  merit  of  doing  so. 
This  was  to  detract  from  the  exertions  of  others,  who  certainly  lent 
their  assistance.  1  felt  somewhat  delicate  upon  the  subject  of  inter- 
fering personally  to  assist  the  hon.  gentleman,  being  wellconvinced,^ 
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h\  former  experience,  of  his  abilities  to  manage  such  matters. 
This  it  was  that  prevented  me  from  thrusting  myself  into  his  coun- 
cils, unasked  and  uncalled  for;  but  I  think  it  ill  becomes  any  mem- 
ber to  arrogate  to  himself  merit  superior  to  any  other  member  of  the 
House,  when  their  motives  might  be  as  just  and  as  judicious  as  his 
own.  I  think  1  have  aheady  read  my  noble  friend's  panegyric  in 
some  publication,  or  I  may  yet  read  it;  and  I  think  it  might  have 
come,  or  may  3'et  come,  with  a  better  g^race  from  an}^  other  pen  or 
mouth  than  his  own." 

Lord  Folkstone. — "  I  arrogate  no  merit  to  myself,  but  I 
was  merely  stating  the  fact,  that  1  had  thought  it  necessary  to 
afford  the  hon.  gentleman,  who  was  stilcd  acciiscr,  some  personal 
assistance  in  this  investigation." 

The  House  then  went  into  a  Committee. 

Mr.  Wardle  stated,  that  as  h^  understood  rumours  were  go- 
ing abroad  that  he  could  not  prove  the  hand-writing  of  the  J3uke 
of  York  bj^any  other  testimony  than  that  of  Mrs.  Clarke,  he  hoped 
that  some  declaration  would  be  made  by  some  of  the  hon.  gentle- 
men opposite,  on  that  point,,  or  he  must  call  witnesses  to  prove  it 
more  satisfactorily. 

The  Attorney  General  said,  that  the  hon.  gentleman  was 
mistaken,  in  supposing  that  any  person  in  thwt  House  had  authority 
from  the  lloyal  Duke  to  prove  his  hand  writing.  As  for  him,  he 
could  not  suggest  any  other  mode  for  him  to  pursue,  than  that  of 
calling  witnesses  upon  every  point  he  wished  to  prove. 

Mti.  Wardle  then  proposed  to  call  Col.  Thomas  U'alker,  to 
prove  the  Duke's  hand  writing;  but  this  witness  was  not  in  at- 
tendance. 

Mr.  William  MVDow'all  was  next  called,  but  he  had  not  then 
arrived. 

Mr.  Wardle  proposed  next  to  call  the  attention  of  the  House 
to  the  Letters  that  had  been  produced  by  the  Select  Committee, 
ixnd  first  as  to  two  Letters  from  Samuel  Carter  to  Mj's.  Clarke. 

Mu.  Leach  observed,  that  it  would   be  necessary  in  the  first 
-place  to  prove  the  hand  writing  of  the  several  letters  intended  to 
be  produced  as  evidence. 

For  this  purpose  the  first  witness  called  was  Mrs.  Mary  Ann 
Clarke* 


(Examined  hy  Mr.  Leach.) 

Q.  Do  you  know  the  hand-writiug 
of  Saiiuiel  Carter? 

A.  Yes,  I  do. 

Q.  Do  you  know  that  to  be  his 
feand-v/ritinp;? 

A.  Yes,  1  do. 

Q.  Is  that  also  [anotlier  letter']  his 
hand- writing  ? 

A.  Vi's,    and   that   also    [a    tliird 


Q.  Have  you  ever  seen  him  write  .* 

A.   Yes,  1  have,  many  tiines. 

Q.  Do  you  know  the  hand-writing 
of  GencralCiavering.? 

A.  Y<^,  I  do. 

Q.   Have  you  ever  seen  him  write? 

A.  Yes,  1  have,  many  times. 

Q.  Do  you  know  that  to  beJhis 
hand-writing?  [a  letter  being  sheivfi 
to  the  zcitness.'] 

A.  Ves,  it  is.  [Tltree  ether  letters 
being  sheii-n  to  A^rs.   Clarkt]     These 
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.ls»  are  General   Clave.ing's   hand-         Q.  Did  yo«  ever  see  tl,e  Mr.  EN 

Q.'is    that   the    ha„d.„nti„,   of  s^nb^lf '^' "''"" ''""''^"^^^  =■'' 

Baroness    Nolleken  ?    [«    letter  bein^-  A     Yos  •  T  anf  Mm,  o  p        ~    .      u- 

./.ettv.  to  the  zvitncss.]                          ^  i,/  the  ol'i    ulu    \^  ^^y'"^^*^'-,^h'P 

A    Yes  u                         -^        Dragoons;    these 

Q.  Is  that  also?   lamthr  letter.^i  the  eldest    Mr.    Elderton.     Before    I 

•  ti /'•  leave  the  House  I  beg  leave  to  sav,  I 

^,,if  • ,         •''  "  ^'''^''  '^^  ^^^  Baroness  never  in  my  life  told  Mr.  NichoUs  that 

^^A^  V       T  .  ^  "'^^  married  to  Mr.  Dowler,  and  that 

/A,W/  .r%      r'V''"?  *^^'^  ^''°   ^^      ^'^^  ^"'^^   °^   York    would  send  him 
third  /etter-]  ,s  her  hand  writing.  abroad,  nor  any  thing  of  the  kind      I 

Q.   Did  you  ever  see  Mr.  Elderton      rather  think   he  has  been  bribed  by 
^'''[^^^,  Mr.  Wilkinson. 

A.    1  nere  are  three  Mr.  Elderton*s. 

thcJIl^ad^^^^^^^  ^''^^^''  ^'""^  ^"""'"'"^  Carter  to  Mrs.  Clarke  ivere 

''  Hon'^  Madam,  «  20th  Sept^  iS04. 

I  wrote  to  the  Inspector  Gen'  (Gwynn)  for  leave  of  absence  or» 
ine  I4t{i  butrecd  no  answer,  which  has  thrown  me  into  a  o-reat 
dilemma,,  havmg  this  morning  been  put  in  orders  to  hold  myself  in 
readiness  to  do  duty  in  a  day  or  two.  The  Adjutant  informs  me, 
it  1  Have  not  my  regimentals  ready  when  called  upon,  [  shall  be 
put  nnder  an  arrest.  Permit  me,  Madam,  to  hope  that  voiir 
goodness  (which  f  have  experienced  so  often  in  the  greatest  de-ree 
possible)  will  extricate  mc  from  so  unpleasant  a  situation,  bv^'ob- 
taming  me  leave  of  absence  speedily. 

"  Hon'''  Madam,  the  favour  of  a  line  would  tend  to  di^pene 
those  tears  which  have  been  some  time  prevalent  with  me  wliich 
was  occasioned  by  your  silence,  (viz.)  that  some  part  of  my  con- 
duct has  offended  you:  from  gratitude,  I  say  with  energy;  Gox! 
Almigiity  lorbid,  ^' 

Accept,  Madam,  the  sinc/ere 

thanks  and  acknowled(^ments 

of  your  grateful  Servant, 

^     Saml.  Carter." 

''  Note.  Having  wrote  to  his  Royal  Hiohncss  for  leave,  I 
recd  an  answer,  directing  me  to  apply  to  the  Inspector  Gen'. 

"Mrs.  Clarke, 

IS,  Glouccstcr-place,- 
Porlman-stjuare, 
London." 

*-  Isle  of  Wight, 
2d  Oci"^    I S04  '* 
;'  I  was  exiremely  5orry  at  not  Iiavir.rr  had  it  in  niy  power  to  u-ait 
«niij  you  came  in  from  the  Baron'ii,  in  order  to  thank  vou  for  the  kii^d 

benevolcace 
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benevolence  I  have  ever  experienced  from  you,  and  which  has  made 
so  deep  an  impression  on  mv  heart  and  mind  as  not  to  he  erased  by  time. 
Honrt.  Madam,  I  have  still  to  beg  the  continuance  of  that  benevolence: 
for,  having  placed  me  in  a  situation  which  requires  a  great  number  of 
expensive  Things  at  first,  and  notwithstanding  having  laid  out  my  mo- 
ney with  the  greatest  economy,  I  find  it  inadequate.  I  have  now  the 
offer  of  a  harrack-room  (which  will  save  the  expence  of  lodgings)  but 
I  have  no  cot,  or  any  money  to  buy  one:  neither  have  I  any  to  subsist 
on  till  the  24th.  If,"  Madam,  you  will  extend  your  kmdness  toward 
me  once  more,  it  will  ever  be  gratefully  remembered 

by  Madam,  your  sincerely 

thankful  servant, 

Saml.  Carter.** 


**Hon^  Madam,  I  have  set  the  things  down  which  1  bought,  by 
which  you  will  see  the  state  of  my  purse. 


X. 


s. 

8 

3 

8 

0 


"  Belt  and  Feather 1 

*'  To  Sword  and  Sash  .  , 6 

*'  Gorget  and  Sword  knot 1 

"  Paid  Lewis 7 

**  Do.  Laundry  Maid 0  10 

"Do.  Taylor's  Bill 2     3 

*'Trunk 1 

**  Gloves  and  Stockings 1 

*' Silkl-Ianderchiefs 0  14 

•*  Round  Hat  trim<i l    14 

**  Watch  from  pledge 2     3 

"  Boots  and  Shoes 3 

*' Expences  down    — ..---   2 

''  BoiTow'd  at  Depot 6 

"  To  Jacket  and  Trimmings     4     5 


11 

2 


10 
o 

9 


d. 

0 
0 
0 
0 
6 
0 
G 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
6 
0 


Total 
L.      s.  -  d. 
41      19     ^ 


"  Mrs.  Clarke, 

18,  Gloucester-place, 
Portman-square, 

London.'* 


,  -  »» 


"  Clarendon  Transport, 
**  Hon'^  Madam,  Spiiliead,   4th,  jany.    l805.' 

**  Impelled   bv   my   dreadful    situation,  and  my  perfect  knovvledgej 
of  your  goodness,   I  trust  you    will   pardon   the  liberty  of  addiessmg' 
'you  again. 

~  "  Since  mv  last,  the  embarkation  has  taken  place,  and  T  am  novv  on 
board  in  a  situation  not  to  be  described.  You  can  form  a  better  idea 
of  it  than  in  my  power  to  express.  I  have  no  stock  for  the  voyage, 
neither  have  I  any  money  to  purc]ia!?e  those  little  things  which  are  ab- 
solutely necessarv.  1  have  to  keep  watch  four  hours  every  night,  an 
^  '  have 
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bave  nothing  to  eat  but  salt  meat  three  times  a  week,  and  water  to 
drink,  the  rum  being  so  bad,  *tis  intipossible  to  drink  it. 

**  Your  goodness  to  me  has  ever  been  such  as  leaves  not  the 
smallest  doubt  that  yot|  will  not  suffer  me  to  starve  in  the  situation  you 
have  been  pleased  to  place  me,  and  which  is  such  as  will  ever  tend  to 
make  me  the  most  grateful  and  happy  of  beings. 

*'  Should,  Madam,  you  be  induced  to  take  into  consideration  my 
wretched  case,  and  by  a  little  pecuniary  aid  save  from  every  thing  that 
is  horrible,  it  will  be  an  act  worthy  of  yourself,  and  that  imprint  upon 
my  heart  which  will  never  be  erased. 

I  am  Madam,  ' 

Your  grateful  servant, 

*«  Be  so  kind  as  direct  the  letters  to  be  Saml,  Carter." 

left  at  the  Post-ofhce,  Portsmouth.'* 

**  P,  S.  We  shall  lay  at  Spiihead  this  fortnight. — Having  rec^  or- 
ders to  sail  to  Cork  tliis  morning,  I  have  opened  the  letter,  in  order  to 
pray  vou  would  direct  to  Cork,  but  we  only  stay  there  24  hours,  as 
the  convoy  is  appointed.** 

*'  Mrs.  Clarke, 

18,  Gloucester-place, 
Portman-square, 
London." 

Mr.  Leach  then  observed,  that  the  letters  said  to  be  written  by  Ba- 
roness Nolleken  were  not  particularly  applicable  to  any  charge  before 
the  House,  referring  to  the  interference  of  his  Royal  Highness,  not  as  to 
military  appointments,  but  in  matters  merely  civil ;  and  he  should, 
therefore,  take  the  liberty  of  submitting  to  the  House,  whether  these 
letters  should  then  be  read,  as  the  present  investigation  only  related  to 
military  appointments  ? 

Mr.  V/hitbread  proposed,  that  they  should  proceed  to  hear  those 
next  in  order,  as  the  hand-writing  had  been  identified. 

[The  letters  from  General  Clavering  to  Mrs.  Clarke  were  then  read:] 

"  Bishop's  Waltham,  30  June,  1804." 
"  My  dear  Mrs.  C. 
"  Where  your  note  of  Wednesday  has  been  travelling,  as  it  only 
arrived  here  this  morning,  I  have  no  notion,  and  it  had  not  reached 
Conduit-street  at  five  o'clock  Wednesday  afternoon,  when  I  quitted 
town.  The  disappointment  is  provoking,  as  I  particularly  wished  to 
have  seen  you.  But  we  must  console  ourselves  in  the  hope  of  more 
fortunate  times. 

Very  truly  your's, 
••  Mrs.  Clarke,  H.  M.  Claverinc.'' 

18,  Glo'ster-place, 
Portman-square, 
London.*' 

NO  12,  g^  '*Bishop» 
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**  Bishops  Wallham  5  Sepr  1804.'' 
««  My  dear  Mrs.  C. 

*'  You  mention  that  his  Royal  Highness  did  not  comprehend  my 
proposal  ;  my  idea  was.  this ;— the  Defence  Act,  article  30,  states 
**  that  men  to  be  raised  by  that  act,  are  not  compellable  to  serve  out  of 
the  United  Kingdom  and  islands  immediately  attached."  And  in  32, 
*'  that  they  shall  not  remain  embodied  for  more  than  six  months  after  the 
peace."  We  have  already  experieQced  the  fatal  necessity  of  disband- 
ing corps  at  an  apparent  conclusion  of  war,  and  the  mischief  arising 
from  holding  out  temptation  to  men  to  extend  their  services. 

**  My  proposal  then  was  to  raise  a  battalion  for  general  and  un- 
limited service^  by  the  voluntary  offers  of  a  stipulated  number  of 
men  from  each  regiment  of  militia,  at  a  certain  bounty,  in  the  same 
manner  as  some  of  our  regiments  were  augmented  during  the  last  war. 
The  battalion  to  be  solely  officered  from  the  half-pay  list,  by  which 
Government  would  at  once  acquire  a  certain  effective  and  well  disci- 
plined force,  whose  services  they  can  to  any  period  command,  the 
half-pay  be  lightened,  and  the  Miliria  Colonels  have  no  reason  to 
growl,  since  it  is  determined  that  their  establishment  is  to  be  reduced, 
towards  which  the  men  so  volunteering  would  conduce. 

**  Should  opportunity  occur,  do  submit  the  plan  to  his  Royal  High- 
ness, without  arguing  too  strongly  upon  it,  as.  he  must  be  tired  to  death 
with  proposals;  and  as  I  would  not  appear,  even  through  so  circuit- 
ous a  channel,  to  trespass  on  his  patience,  when  so  recently  under  an 
obligation  for  my  present  appointment. 

**  If  you  approve  of  dry  reading,  get  the  Defence  Act  to  refer  to^ 
and  do  communicate  all  the  good  things  in  the  good  town. 

Always  very  truly  yours, 

H.  M.  Clavering." 


"  My  dear  Mrs,  C — ,  **  28  Sep''\ 

**  I  shall  not  pursue  the  partridges  on  the  first  of  September,  on  the 
contrary,  propose  being  in  London  in  the  course  of  the  morning,  and 
beg  ycu  will  send  me  word  at  the  Prince  of  Wales  coffee-house,  whe- 
ther you  can  receive  me  in  boots  about  six,  or  later,  if  you  please. 

Very  truly  y'* 

H.  M.  Clay  ERIN  c." 
'*  Mrs.  Clarke, 
i8,  Glo'ster-place, 
Portman-square, 

London." 


"  Bishops  Waltham,  ]  I  Nov*"  1804." 
«»  My  dear  Mrs.  C. 

•*  The  purport  of  this  is  to  thank  you  for  your  attempt  to  serve  me, 

hg'  unsuccessful,  the  inclination  being  the  same.     On  Sunday  next 

I  propose 
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I  propose  being  in  town,  if  possible,  for  one  day  only.     Can  you  so 
contrive  that  we  shall  meet  ? 

Y*'  very  truly, 

H  M.  Clayering." 
p*«  Mrs.  Clarke,  ' 

18,  Glo'ster-place, 
Portman-square, 

London." 

**  Bishops  Waltham, 
«*  My  dear  Mrs.  C.                                            VI  Dec^  1804." 
"  There  is  a  strong  report,  that  some  new  regiments  are  about  to 
be  raised,  which,  tho'  incredible,   I  will  be  obliged  to  you  to  ascer- 
tain the  truth  of,   and  to  acquaint  me  ioon  as  possible. W,  O.  left 

me  this  morning  for  town,  to  return  again  next  week. 

Very  truly  y, 


rs* 


H.  M.  Clavering." 


='  Mrs.  Claike, 
18,  Glo'ster-place, 
Portman-square, 

"  London." 


(Mrs.  Clarke  Y«sflgam  called  in,  q  -^33  jt  any  military  matter  upon 

and  examined  by  Mr   W  ardle.)  ^^j^-^^j^  ^^^  ^^J^^^^  Noileken  wrote  to 

Q.  Through  what  influence  did  you  -..qu  ? 

get  the  Paymastership  for  Mr.  Elder-  ^,  ^o,  it  was  not. 

ton? 

A.  TheDuke  of  York  obliged  Mr.  rj/^^   xvitness  zi'as  directed  to  mth- 

Greenwood  to    give    it,    very    much  draiv.'\ 

against  Mr.  Greenwood's  wishes. 

Mr.  Leach — **  I  apprehend  we  ought  not  to  admit  of  this  question, 
as  the  letter  itself  relates  to  a  civil  appointment,  which  is  not  at  pre- 
sent  the  subject  of  investigation." 

Sir  G.  Warren der  supported  the  propriety  of  putting  this  ques- 
tioUj  upon  the  ground  that  similar  matters  had  already  disclosed  in 
some  of  the  former  interrogatories. 

Mr.  Bathurst  thought  the  question  might  be  proper,  according 
to  the  answer  that  might  be  given  by  Mrs.  C.  as  to  whether  she  so- 
licited his  Royal  Highness  for  the  appointment  mentioned  in  the  letter. 

Lord  Folkstone  thought  that  if  there  were  any  force  in  the  ob- 
jection, it  would  be  necessary  for  the  Committee  to  direct  the  Chair- 
man to  move  for  the  enlargement  of  their  powers. 

[The  'witness  zvas  again  called  in."] 

{By  Mr,  Wardle.)  A.  Yes,  I  did,  but  I  do  not  know 

Q.  In  consequence  of  the  Baroness     what  that  subject  is;  there  are  several 

Nolleken's  letter,  did  you  apply  to  the     wishes  the   Baroness  had,  that  I  ap- 

Duke  of  York  upon  the  subject  of  that     pHed  about ;  I  shewed  all  her  letters 

ktter?  to  him. 

2  R  2  (By 
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(By  General  Loftus.*) 

Q.  You  have  stated,  that  the  Duke 
of  York  obliged  Mr.  Greenwood  to 
give  the  Pa)  mastership  to  Mr.  Elder- 
ton  much  Pgainst  his  consent ;  how  do 
you  know  tliat  ? 

A.  His  Royal  Hig^hness  t'ld  me  so 
himself;  and  very  likely  Mr.  Grcen- 
Tvood  will  say  so  too. 

(Bij  Mr.  Leach.) 

Q.  Look  at  those  letters  again,  ancl 
say  whether  they  are  all  written  by 
the  same  person  ? 

A.  Those  are  her  letters  (No.  41  and 
119) ,  when  she  was  ill  her  eldest  son 
wrote  for  her;  I  should  rather  think 
this  (No.  127)  is  her  eldest  son's  wri- 
ting. 

Q.  Did  you  ever  see  the  eldest  son 
write  ? 

A.  Yes,  I  think  I  have  ;  but  I  can- 
not be  positive  as  to  his  hand-writing; 
I  only  know  the  Baroness  has  frequent- 
ly told  me  that  she  had  ordered  her 
son  to  write  to  me  when  she  has  been 
ill. 

(By  Mr.  Sturges  Bourne.) 

Q.  Is  the  letter  which  you  say  was 
written  bv  the  son  of  the  Baroness,  one 
of  those  which  you  just  said  was  writ- 
ten by  the  Baroness  herself? 

A.  Yes,  it  is  one  of  those;  but  you 
will  allow  that  I  had  not  a  moment  to 
look  over  it ;  and  another  thing,  those 
letters  have  been  taken  ■without  my 
consent,  and  I  have  not  looked  at 
them  mvself ;  I  had  sent  them  down 
to  be  burned,  and  never  thought  they 
would  come  forward  again,  and  this  is 
near  a  twelvemonth  since. 


Q.  Do  you  mean  by  the  eldest  s»n 
of  the  Baroness  Nolleken,  Mr.  Le 
Maitre? 

A.  No,  Gustavus  Nolleken. 

Q.  Have  you  ever  seen  him  write? 

A.  Yes,  I  have  seen  him  write,  I 
think;  but  I  cannot  be  positive  as  to 
his  hand,  any  further  than  I  said  be- 
fore, that  he  used  to  write  his  mo- 
ther's note«;. 

Q.  Do  you  mean  to  say  that  those 
letters  were  written  only  twelve  months 
ago  ? 

A.  No  ;  I  suppose  there  are  dates 
to  them,  to  shew  when  they  were  writ- 
ten. 

Q.  Do  you  know  the  hand-writing 
of  any  other  son  of  Baroness  Nolleken  ? 

A.  No;  I  was  acquanted  with  the 
two  sons,  but  I  do  not  know  the  wri- 
ting; the  youngest  son  was  in  the 
Guards,  and  was  very  seldom  with  his 
mother;  the  other  was  always  with  his 
mother,  and  a  great  deal  with  me. 

Q.  Then  you  cannot  positiveJy 
state  that  this  is  the  hand-writing  of 
uny  one  son  of  the  Baroness  Nolleken 
in  particular  ? 

A.  No,  I  cannot ;  perhaps  it  is  the 
Baron's  writing ;  he  used  to  write  to 
me. 

Q.  In  short  vou  do  not  know  whose 
hand  writing  it  is.' 

A.  I  hardly  looked  at  it ;  I  know 
pretty  well  what  the  subject  is,  and 
whence  it  came;  the  Baroness  wanted 
a  pension  of  400/.  a  year,  and,  if  I 
recollectright,  that  is  the  letter  about 
it. 


[The  zvitncss  rvas  directed  to 


:itn- 


Mr.  L^ach  proposed  that  the  above  question  and  answer  should 
be  expunged,  as  the  Commitiee  was  not  to  inquire  as  to  civil  appoint- 
ments. 

Sir  Thomas  Turton  and  Mr,  Charles  Adams  suppoi  ted  the 
question,  as  perfectly  relevant. 

This  point  was  not  further  discussed,  but  they  proceeded  to  hear 
the  letters  from  Mr.  Henry  Eldei  ton,  to  Mrs.  Clarke. 


(( 
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♦'  My  dear  Madam, 
*'  Nothing   but    the  paidonable   anxiety  wbicli  I   naturally  fecJ  for 
ibe  welfare  of  a  child,   should  induce  me  to  presume  tatiespa.%  upon 
you  at  jjresent. 

"  You  know  my  boy  Charles,  he  Is  a  fine  youth,  with  a  finished 
education.  His  appointment  to  a  Cadetship  in  the  infantry  for  Ma- 
dras was  confirmed  this  morning,  and  I  shall  engage  hi^n  a  passage  on 
"board  the  Ocean,  which  will  sail  from  the  Downs  m  about  five  tiuvs. 
•'  Charles  must  leave  town  for  Foiibiuouth^  and  go  on  board  vji 
Wednesday  next. 

"  Do  you  think,  my  dear  Madam,  that  his  Roy.il  Highness  the 
Duke  of  York  will  condescend  to  honour  him  with  letters  of  recoai- 
dation  to  '  Lord  William  Bentinck, 

Governor  of  Madras,  ^  and  to 

Major  General  Sir  John  Francis  Craddock,  K.  B.  the 
Commander  in  Chief  there  ;  desiring  them  to  exchange  him  from  the 
infantry,  and  place  him  in  the  cavalry  ? 

<*  If  vol  will  confer  upon  us  both  the  very  great  favour  of  solicit- 
ing his  Royal  Highness,  to  deign  to  confer  upon  us  this  distinguished 
obligation,  it  will  for  ever  remain  deeply  engraven  upon  the  gratefui 
hearts  of  Charles  Elderton,  and  of 

My  dear  jNIadam, 

Yours  very  sincerely, 

Hy.  Elderton." 


'} 


*'  Friday 
18  Jany 

**  I  have  this  moment  received  a  Summons  to  attend   Mr,  Greeix- 
wood,  who  has  heard  from  Scotland,  and  desires  me  not  to  make  any 
preparations  for  a  tnyuge.  1  fear  all  is  over  in  that  quarter,  but  I  sliall 
know  to-morrow,  and  will  immediately  afterwards  wan  upon  you, 
*'  Mrs.  Clarke, 

l8,  Glo'ster-place, 

Portman- square.'* 


My  dear  Madam, 
I  fancy  you  are  (and  I  sincerely  hope  you  ever  will  remain)  a  per- 
fect stranger  to  anxiety,  otherwise  I  think  you  would  not  have  left 
town  on  Friday,  without  first  gratifying  me  with  a  reply  to  my  last. 

*•  Perliaps  vou  will  iiave  the  goodness  to  introduce  tiie  subject  to  the 
notice  of  his'  Royal  Highness  on  Monday  evening,  and  so  enable: 
yourself  to  oblige  me  on  Tuesday  morning  with  such  an  answer  as 
niay  serve  to  guide  the  conduct  of 

Your  faithful  Serv' 


Hy.  Elderton." 


*'  21  Poriman-square,  ") 
;3dDec'-."  j 


"Mrs.  Clarke, 

IB,  Glo'ster-place, 
Portman-square.' 

**  Sir, 


»» 
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"  Sir, 


<{ 


»> 


It  is  infinitely  beyond  the  power  of  language  to  convey  to  your 
Royal  Hif^liness  an  adequate  idea  of  the  extent  of  my  gratitude  for 
the  great  favour  which  you  have  deigned  to  coufer  upon  me,  in  con-' 
firming  the  leave  of  absence  granted  to  me  by  Sir  Robert  Abercrombie. 
Your  Royal  Highness  has  raised  me  from  the  most  profound  despair 
to  happiness,  and  I  shall  never  cease  to  bless  your  Royal  Highness  for 
your  gracious  condescension  and  goodness  towards 

Your  Royal  Highness's 

Most  devoted  servant, 

Hy.Elderton/ 
"17  April." 

**  His  Roval  Highness 
.      The  J)uke  of  York, 
8cc.  &c.  &c.'* 


[Two  Letters  from  Baroness  Nolleken  to  Mrs.  Clarke  were  next  read.] 

Glocester-place,  Sepr  22.'* 


<( 


i( 


*'  My  dear  Madam, 

I  am  this  moment  favoured  with  your  very  kind  letter  ;  this  fresh 
rnark  of  your  friendship  gives  me  great  pleasure.  I  hope  the  change 
of  air  has  perfectly  restored  your  health,  and  that  I  shall  have  the  sa- 
tisfaction of  seeing  you  return  to  town  in  as  good  looks  as  ever.  My 
dear  Baron^  with  his  best  respects  to  you,  begs  you  will  have  the 
goodness  to  assure  H.  R.  H.  of  the  deep  sense  of  gratitude  he  feels, 
for  tlie  Duke's  gracious  remembrance  of  him,  and  thinks  with  you 

that  his  M^y  would  be  more  liberal  to  him  than  to  Mr. if  he 

dare  presume  to  judge  from  his  M^y^  goodness  to  him  for  these  forty 
years  past,  on  every  occasion.  I  hope  the  weather  has  been  as  fine 
at  Margate  as  in  London\'  it  has,  thank  God,  quite  restored  my  health. 
1  flatter  myself  you  will  favour  me  with  a  visit  on  Wednesday,  any 
time  most  agreeable  to^  you  to  name  ;  for,  be  assured,  I  enjoy  very 
sincerely  the  pleasure  of  your  society,  exclusive  of  the  gratitude  I 
shall  ever  feel  for  the  kind  interest  you  take  for  me  and  mine.  Adieu 
my  dear  Madam, 

^  Believe  me  yours 

most  truly, 

M.  NOLEKEN.'" 
'^  Mrs.  Clarke, 
Royal  Hotel, 

Margate, 
Kent.'' 


^'  Dear  Madam, 
"•''  I  see  by  the  papers,  that  the  D  .  .  was  with  the  King  yesterday 
morning,  and  that  Mr.  Pitt  had  a  private  audience  of  his  Majesty,  I 
therefore  indulge  a  hope  that  my  request  may  have  been  thought  of ; 

do 
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do  then  my  deaf  Madam,  Inform  me  in  what  state  of  forwardness  It 
now  stands,  when  and  by  whom  my  letter  was  given,  and  how  re- 
ceived. Pardon  my  giving  you  the  trouble  of  answering  mc  all  these 
questions,  but  the  very  kind  part  you  have  taken  in  this  business, 
assures  me  you  will  pardon  me,  and  think  it  but  natural  I  should  feel 
anxious  in  a  matter  of  so  much  consequence  to  me  and  mine.  A  thou- 
sand thanks  for  the  carp  you  were  so  good  as  to  send  me  yesterday,  and 
with  my  kindest  wishes,  be  assured, 

My  dear  Madam, 

I  remain  most  sincerely, 

■  Your  most  obliged, 
'f  Thursday,  five  o'clock."  M.  Noleken/ 

"Mrs.  Clarke, 
18." 


Mr.  Perceval  observed,  that  the  letter  of  Mr.  Elderton  which 
had  been  read,  and  which  was  directed  to  the  Duke  of  York,  had  no 
seal  upon  it,  and  appeared  as  if  left  for  Mrs.  Clarke's  option,  whether 
it  should  be  sent  as  directed  or  not.  It  therefore  was  not  to  be  sup- 
posed the  Duke's,  although  found  in  her  possession. 

Sir  Thomas TuRTON  said,  that  Mrs.  Clarke  could  be  called  in  and 
asked  about  it. 

Mr.  Perceval  replied  that  he  had  no  objection. 
Mr.  Wardle,  however,    called   in  Thomas    Walker,  and   pro- 
ceeded to  examine  him. 


Q.  Did  you  live  with  Mrs- Clarke 
it)  Gloucester-place  as  coachman  ? 

A.  Yes.  ^ 

Q.  Do  you  recollect  a  footman 
there,  of  the  name  of  Samual  Carter  ? 

A.  Yes. 

Q.  Was  Samuel  Carter  in  the  con- 
stant habit  of  waitJBg  at  dinner,  while 
he  was  there? 

A.  Yes,  he  was. 

Q.  Do  you  know  Miss  Taylor  > 

A.  Yes,  I  do. 

Q.  Have  you  frequently  seen  her  in 
Gloucester-place  ? 

A.  Yes,  1  have. 

Q.  Do  you  recollect  and  know  whe- 
ther Sam.  Carter  was  in  the  habit  of 
going  behind  the  carriage? 

A.  Yes,  he  did. 

(By  Lord  Folkstone.) 

Q.  Were  you  head  coachman  at 
Gloucester-place  ?     A.  I  was. 

Q.  How  many  horses  did  Mrs. 
Clarke  keep  ? 


A.  Sometimes  six,  sometimes  eighty 
Q.  How  many  carriages?  A.  Two. 
Q.  Never  more  ? 
A.  No  more  at  onetime. 
Q.  Do  you  know  who  provided  the 
keep  for  the  horses? 
A.  Mrs.  Clarke. 
Q.  Did  she  pay  the  bills? 
A.  As  far  as  I  know,  she  did. 
Q.   Were  they  paid  through.you? 
A.  No,  they  were  not. 

"     (^By  Mr.  Yorke.) 

Q.  Did  Samuel  Carter  wear  a  li- 
very ? 

A.  No,  he  did  not. 

Q.  How  do  you  know  that  Samuel 
Carter  ever  waited  at  table  ? 

A.  I  waited  at  the  same  time. 

Q.  Did  you  ever  wait  at  table  when 
the  Duke  of  York  was  there  .' 

A.  I  did. 

Q-  Did  you  wear  a  liyery  when  you 
waited  at  table  ? 
At  I  did  not. 

Q.  When 
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Q.  When  Samuel  Carter  went  be- 
hind the  carriage,  did  he  go  behind 
the  carriage  without  a  livery  r 

A.  Yes,  he  did. 

Q.  Had  Mrs.  Clarke  any  livery  for 
any  of  her  servants? 

A.  Yes,  the  footman. 

Q.  Did  you  wear  a  livery  when  you 
drove  the  carriage  ? 

A.  I  certainly  did. 

(By  Mr.  Sumner.) 
(^.  Do  you  know  with  whom  Sam. 
Carter  lived  before  he  came  to  Mrs. 
Clarke-' 

A.  I  understood  he  was  along  with 
Captain  Sutton. 

Q.  Did   you  ever  see  him  at  Mrs. 
Clarke's  when  he  was  Captain   Sut- 
ton's servant? 
A.  I  did  not. 

Q.   W  hen  you   said   he  was  along 
with  Captais   Sutton,   did  you  mean 
that  ho  was  Captain  Sutton's  servant? 
A.  I  did  not. 

Q.  When  he  lived  at  Mrs.  Clarke's, 
did  he  dine  with  the  other  servants  ? 
A.  He  did,  for  any  thing  I  knew. 
Q.  Did  you  dine  with  the  other 
servants? 
A.  I  did  not, 

Q.  Were  you  upon  board  wages  > 
A.  Yes,  I  was. 

Q.  Did  you  ever  hear  whose  son 
Samuel  Carter  wus  supposed  to  be? 
A.  I  never  did. 

Q.   How  many  more  servants  did 
Mrs.  Clarke  keep  ? 
'     A.  Sometimes  six,  scmetimes  se- 
yeik 

{By  Mr.  Wardle.^ 

Q.  You  have  staled,  that  you 
waited  at  table;  do  you  recollect 
Miss  Taylor  dining  there  when  you 
Malted  at  table  ? 

A.  I  recollect  when  his  Royal 
Highness  and  Mrs.  Clarke  dined  to- 
liCther,  there  was  another  lady. 

Q.  Do  you  know  who  that  other 
lady  was  ? 

A.  I  do  not. 

Q.  Do  you  meaw  that  you  do  not 
kiiiow  or  do  not  recollect-' 


A.  I  do  not  recollect. 

Q.  Do  you  know  Miss  Taylor  ? 

A.  I  do  now. 

Q.  You  have  stated  before,  that 
you  knew  Miss  Taylor  ;  are  you  cer- 
tain that  you  ever  saw  Miss  Tayloc 
in  Glocicester-})lace  ? 

A.  I  am  certain  I  have. 

(By  Sir  John  Sebright.) 

Q.  What  did  you  understand  Sa- 
muel Carter  was  to  Captain  Sutton  ? 

A.  I  never  heard  what  he  was. 

Q.  You  do  not  know  that  he  was 
not  a  servant  ? 

A.  I  do  not. 

Q.  How  long  liave  you  lived  with 
Mrs.  Clarke. 

A.  About  three  years. 

Q.  With  whom  do  you  live  now  ? 

A.  With  Mrs.  Clarke. 

[The  Kitness  zvas  directed  to  zvith^ 
draw.'] 

(The  ivitncss  zias  again  called  in,  and 
examined  by  Mr.  Perceval.) 

Q.  WHien  did  you  lirst  live  with 
Mrs.  Clarke? 

A.  At  the  time  that  his  Royal 
Highness canre  to  Gloucester-place. 

Q.  Have  you  lived  with  her  con- 
tinually ever  since  ? 

A.  1  have  not. 

Q.  When  did  you  leave  her? 

A.  After  Mrs.  Clarke  left  Glouces- 
ter-place. 

Q.  When  did  you  return  to  her  ser- 
vice ? 

A.  About  six  werks  ago. 

Q.  You  did  not  live  with  her  at  any 
time  between  her  leaving  Gloucester- 
place  and  six  weeks  ago  ? 

A.  A  liille  while  after  she  left 
Gloucester-place. 

Q.  Did  Samuel  Carter  very  fre- 
quently go  behind  the  carriage  ? 

A.  Not  rnore  than  once  or  twice. 

Q.  How  long  had  Samuel  Carter 
lived  with  Mrs  Clarke  ? 

A.  I  think  about  a  twelvemonth,  to 
the  bestofmy  knowledge. 

[The  ivitncss  xias  directed  to  zviih. 
drazv.] 

(jyiUiain 
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(If'/JliamM'jDozi'all  tins  then  called  in, 

and  examined  by  Mr.  Wardle.) 

Q.  Ditl  you  live  with  Mrs.  Clarke 
as  footman  in  Gloucester-place? 

A.  Yes. 

(i.  Do  you  recollect  the  na?Tie  of  the 
other  footman  that  was  tiiere  at  the 
same  time  ? 

A.  His  name  was  Carter;  by  the 
name  I  cannot  say  any  further. 

Q.  Did  vou  and  the  other  footman, 
of  the  name  of  Carter,  do  your  work 
together  ?     A.  Yes. 

Q.  Do  you  know  Miss  Taylor  ? 

A.  I  know  a  lady  of  the  name  of 
}kliss  Taylor,  but  I  cannot  recollect 
Ler,  there  are  so  many  of  the  name  ;  I 
cannot  say  that  I  know  any  thing  par- 
ticular; I  knew  the  lady  that  used  to 
go  down  to  Wey bridge  of  tliat  name  ; 
that  is  all  I  can  say. 

Q.  Do  you  recollect  that  Miss  Tay- 
lor being  in  Gloucester-place  as  well 
as  at  Wey  bridge  ? 

A.  I  cannot  say  ;  T  have  known  a 
»]ady  of  the  name  of  Miss  Taylor  that 
used   to  call  there,    but  I  cannot  say 
that  I  should  know  her. 

Q.  Do  you  rex^oUect  the  lady  whom 
you  speak  of  as  Miss  Taylor,  the  lady 
that  was  at  Wey  bridge,  being  at 
Gloucester-place? 

A.  Yes  I  do  bv  that  name. 

Q.  Do  you  recollect  Miss  Taylor 
ever  being  at  Wey  bridge  when  the 
Duke  of  York  was  there  ? 

A.  I  cannot  say,  the  Duke  of  York 
might  be  there;    but  I  cannot  speak 


to  that,  for  tlie  reason,  because  I  de 
not  know  it. 

Q.  Were  you  in  the  habits  of  going 
to  Wey  bridge  with  your  mistress  ? 

A.  Yes. 

Q.  Did  you  ever  see  the  Duke  of 
York  there  ? 

A.  Yes,  T  cannot  say  but  I  did. 

Q.  You  also  state,  that  you  have  seen 
Miss  Taylor  at  Weyhridge  ;  can  you 
recollect  whether  you  ever  saw  Miss 
Taylor  at  Wey  bridge  at  the  time  the 
Duke  of  York  was  there. 

A.  I  have  told  that  before,  that  the 
Duke  of  York  might  be  at  Weybridge, 
for  any  thing  that  I  know. 

Q.  Was  Carter  employed  in  any  other 
manner,  except  waiting  at  the  table? 

A.  Yes,  he  w^as  employed  as  a  ser- 
vant ;  when  I  went  into  the  House,  he 
acted  as  a  servant,  as  far  as  I  know. 

Q.  Did  he  dine  with  the  other  ser- 
vants ?    A.  Yes. 

Q«  Did  Carter  act  in  the  same  ca- 
pacity, as  a  servant,  as  yourself? 

A.  I  suppose  so;  he  did  the  work 
along  with  me  ;  that  is  all  I  can  say. 

Q.  Do  you  Jive  now  with  Airs, 
Clarke  ? 

A.  No,  I  do  not. 

Q.  Are  you  in  place  now  ? 

A.  Yes,  I  am. 

Q.  With  whom  ? 

A,  With  Mr.  Johnson. 

Q.  What  year  did  you  live  with 
Samuel  Carter  at  Mrs.  Clarke's  ? 

A.  That  I  cannot  recollect ;  I  can- 
not say,  justly. 


Colonel  Verekeu  desired  that  the  witness  might  withdraw. 
He  then  observed  that  the  witness  was  intoxicated — {Aery  of  go  on!) 
and  in  his  opinion  ought  to  he  made  an -example  of. 

Mr.  Sumner  said,  that  as  intoxication  of  the  witness  had  heen 
remarked  by  Colonel  Vereker^  he  ought  either  to  be  punished  or 
his  evidence  expunged.  If  it  should  appear  to  be  the  general  wish 
of  the  Committee  that  he  should  escape  without  censure,  then  he 
would  certainly  move  that  his  evidence  should  be  erased. 

Mr.  Bathurst  said,  witness  had  certainly  heen  drinking — yet 
he  could  not  be  called  drunk  ;  he  answered  tolerably  well ;  perhaps 
as  well  as  many  who  had  escaped  unnoticed,  The  lion,  gentle- 
man contended,  therefore,  that  it  was  beneath  the  dignity  of  the 
House  to  take  any  further  notice  of  it. —  fA  ay  of  go  on  !J 

Mr.  Sumner  said,  that  although  it  might  be  beneath  the  dig- 
nity of  the  House  to  notice  this  conduct,  he  should  pursue  the 


^o.  ri. 
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rourse   be  hail  stated  ;  he  then   moveJ,  *"'  That  the  evitlenec  of  i 
Villiain  M'Dowall  be  expungeiK" 

The  question  was  then  put  iiom  the  Ciiair,  amidst  a  general  cry 
of  '*  iifo  ()//,  «jo  on  r 

SiK  r.  li  RTON  e\pre«ised  a  desire  to  sav  a  tew  words,  ns-  the 
question  miijjht  be  pressed,  and  tlu  H«uisebeeouipolled  to  divide.  Ue 
subsenbed  to  the  propriety  of  Mr,  Siimiu^r's  remarks,  yel  conceiv- 
ed the  witness  mi^hl  be  excusable.  In  cc»urt$  of  law  the  evidence 
of  a  witness,  ahhouch  a  little  intoxicated,  was  attended  to,  and  even 
a  verdict  i^iven  upon  it  by  a  jury. 

Mk.  \Vm.  Smith  spoke  of  the  improper  course  the  Committee 
were  tlien  pursuinc:.  If  tlie  House  would  have  to  determine  upon 
what  was  the  proper  state  in  which  a  witness  should  appear  to  i;ive 
evidence,  thev  would  find  thcn.sclves  placed  m  a  very  awkward  si- 
tuation. 

iNlR.  Perckval  said,  perhaps  tlie  witness  might  ha\e  been 
dmnk  wben  summoned.  He  would  propose,  lo  meet  tbe  ideas  of 
all,  that  an  entry  should  he  nuulc  on  the  minutes,  **  That  wiuicss, 
being  intoxicated,  was  ordered  to  withdraw," 

Mk.  D.  Buo wn  said,  that  if  wiiat  the  right  hon.  genileuKui  pro- 
posed were  acceded  to,  and  the  witncirs  sent  tVom  the  bar,//*  eo><v- 
mtane  oHiis  beufv:  iutoxicakd  tuf  the  moiion  of  a  wfm^c/— ( Mere  (in- 
ton,  gentleman  r\i^  intermpteti  ttf  a  geneiai  Imrgh.)  He  then  pro- 
ceeded to  sav,  that  if  the  evidence  were  not  expunged,  iheexami- 
nation  oi  the  w  itness  ought  to  be  proceeded  in. 

^in.  SuMNUK  coincided  with  ibe  proposition  of  the  Chai\cellor 
of  tbe  Exchequer,  and  consenteti  to  withdraw  Ins  moiion. 

jNlu.  rKRCFVAi.  dun  said,  the  winuss  must  either  be  called 
jigain,  or  a  note  made  in  the  minutes  of  wliai  liad  passed. 

Colonel  Vkkbkku  said  he  could  not  help  ob;>erving  upon 
\vhai  had  been  said  on  the  evidence  of  a  drunken  man  in  courts  of 
Jaw;  for  if  a  witness  gave  evidemv  when  intoxicated,  no  juilgeiu 
thecountrv  would  listen  to  it.     {.-l  crv  o/'  "  ^o  on!  i^o  on  !"  ) 

Mk.  r.LLiMON  did  not  tbink  it  beneath  the.digtiity  ot  the  House 
to  punish  this  witness,  and  asked  wbeibcr  ii  was  right  that  the  Com- 
mittee should  be  thus  losing  their  time  : 

Admiral  Hakvky  >aid  he  did  not  think  witness  was  drunk, 

!MB.FtKCKVAL — **  Then  he  should  i\ot  have  been  removed.'' 

Mk.  Dems  Bkownr  said,  he  was  either  drunk,  or  was  i\oi.  If 
clrunk,  his  evidence  should  be  expunged ;  it  not  his  examination 
should  be  continucth 

Mr.  Filler  tliought,  that  as  there  were  so  many  contrary 
opmions,  witjiess  should  be  called  again;  and  whether  reeling  drunk 
ought  lo  be  allowed  fair  play. 

After  a  few  more  wx^rds  from  Mu.  Bauham.  ^[k.  Pkkcfval, 
and  Mr,  Uathukst,  \\  iliiam  M'Dowall  was  agaju  ealted. 

Q.  What  year  did  you  live  wltlt  it  to  niv  memory  ;  I  c:in  guess  vory 
Samuel  Carter  at  >!rs,  Clarke':^  r  nigh  It.  though. 

A.  1  told  you  1  cv  uia  pot  rtx'otiect.  Q.  What  do  you  gut^s  ? 

Q.  \V*v-  it  in  the  year  ISOS  *  A.  I  cannot  mv  ju$l!y ;  I  can  tell 

^  I  coauot  recoll^xt ;  1  ^uuaot  call     the  year  purUy. 

Q.  What 
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Q.  Wliat  was  the  year  ? 

A.  I  tokl  you  before  I  did  not  re- 
collect ;  and  I  cannot  say  the  date,  for 
I  do  not  remember  it,  and  therefore  it 
is  of  no  use  for  me  to  say  the  date. 

Q.  You  have  said  you  know  the  year 
parilv  ;  state  whether  you  can  at  all 
recollect  the  year  ? 

A.  No,  1  cannot. 

Q.  Was  ii  four  years  ago  ? 

A.  Yes,  rather  more  than  that,  I  be- 
lieve. 

Q.  Was  it  six  years  ago  ? 

A.  If  I  could  recollect  the  date,  I 
then  sliould  have  no  occasion  to  say  J. 
did  not  i^now  it. 

Q.  \ou  do  not  know  whether  it  is 
three  years  ago  or  six  ? 

A.  i  do  not  know  indeed,  I  have 
said  that  before. 

Q.  Did  you,wear  a  livery  when  you 
lived  with  Mrs.  Clarke  ? 

A.  Yes. 

Q.  Did  Samuel  Carter  wear  a  livery 
t  that  time  ? 


A.  No  he  did  not  wear  a  livery  dur- 
ing my  time. 

Q.  VViien  did  you  quit  Mrs.  Clarke's 
service  r 

A.  You  ask  me  a  question  which  I 
cannot  answer,  because  I  cannot  recol- 
lect the  time;  I  never  took  an  account 
of  the  time  I  left  the  house. 

Q.  At  what  time  did  you  get  your 
summons  to  attend  this  House? 

A.  I  did  not  set  that  down  even,  I 
forget  that  even  ;  I  know  what  day  I 
got  the  notice  to  come. 

Q.  At  what  time  did  you  get  the 
notice  to  come  here  ? 

A.  I  cannot  justly  tell  the  hour. 

Q.  Was  it  to-day  or  yesterday  ? 

A.  I  received  the  notice  to  attend 
the  House,  and  I  paid  that  respect  to 
attend  the  House  accordingly  as  I  was 
ordered. 

Q.  When  did  you  receive  the  notice  > 

A.  I  received  it  on  Monday,  and  I 
received  one  this  afternoon. 

\_The  ivitness  icas  directed  to  ivitlh- 
draiv.l 


Colonel  Vereker  appealed  to  the  Committee,  whether  he 
was  not  borne  out  in  his  first  assertion,  and  desired  his  evidence 
might  be  read,  which  was  accordingly  done.  On  this  there  was  a 
general  cry  of"  '^  go  on  ;"  and  Mrs.  Martha  Favery  was  called  in^  and 
examined   bv 'Mr.  Wardle. 

Q.  Did  you  live  with  Mrs.  Clarke  as  this  note,  but  I  do  not  know  the  num- 
housekeeper,  in  Gloucester-place?  berof  it,  nor  what  note-it  was,  and  he 

A.  Yes.  returned  again    about    eleven  o'clock, 

Q.  Do  you  recollect  a  footman  there   and  gave  me  the  money  ;  I  took  jt  up, 
of  the  name  of  Sam.  Carter  ?      A.  Yes.    stairs,  and  then  the  Duke  wasinthebed- 

Q.  Was  Sam.  Carter  in  the  constant   room,  and  Mrs.  Clarke  ;  in  short  they 
habit  of  wailing  at  table  on  the  Duke    were  in  bed. 

of  York  and  Mr;.  Clarke  and  her  com-        Q.  Do  you  recollect  who  that  servant 
pany  ?  A.  Yes.  was?  " 

Q.  Do   you  know  Miss  Taylor?  A.  A  German,  Ludowick. 

A.  Yes.  »  Q.  Was  Sam.  Carter  in  the  habits  of 

Q-  Was   Miss  Taylor  in  the  habits  of  sharing  the  duty  of  a  footman  with  tha 
being    often  in   Gloucester-phice    with    other  man? 

Mrs.  Clarke  and  the  Duke  of  York  ?  A.  He  cleaned  the  knives,  cleaned  the 

.  A.  Yes,  plate,  attended  the  carriage,  and  waited 

Q.   Do  you  recollect  any  thing  with    at  table  on  his  Royal  Highness, 
regard  to  a    note  being  changed,  just        Q.  Was  not  the  house  in  Gioucester- 
beforethe  Duke  went   to  Weymouth,   place,    to  your  knowledge,    kept  at  a 
and  Mrs.  Clarke  to  Worthing  ?  great  expence? 

A.  Yes,  I  do.  A.  It  certainly  was  ;  there  were  some* 

Q.  Slate  what  you  know  about  that  ?  -times  two  men  cooks,  sometimes  three 

A.  I  know  that  the  Duke's  servant    men  cooks, 
•ame  in  the  morning,  audi  gave  him       Q.  Do  you  mean  that  those  cooks  were 

2  s  2  oa 
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onanyparticularoccasionof  dinners,  or       Q.  Do  you  mean  by  an  advertiiSe- 
wiien  do  you  mean  that  there  were  two   nient  ?         A-  Yes. 
or  three  mea  cooks  ?  .  Q-    Did  you  know  nothing  of  Mrs. 

A.  When  there  was  a  particular  din-   Clarketill  you  saw  that  advertisement? 
ner  there  were  three  men  cooks,  or  some-        A.  No,  I  did  not. 
times  more;  Mrs.  Clarke  always  wished        Q.  Did  you  live  with  her  at  Glou- 
to  have  her  dinners  got  up  in  the  best  cester-place  ? 

manner,  to  please  his  Royal  Highness,  A.  1  went  with  her  to  Gloucester- 
and  if  there  was  any  dinner  found  fault  place ;  fro  m  Tavistock-place  to  Glou  - 
with  by  his  Koyal  Highness,  she  would   cester-place? 


have  another, 
Q.     Have 


Q.  TKen   you   lived  in  Tavistock- 
you    often    known    Mrs.    place  ?      A.  Yes,  I  did, 
Clarke  distressed  for  money  during  that        Q-  Where  did  Mrs.  Clarke  live  bc- 
period?  foie  she  went  to  Tavistock-place  ? 

A.  She  never  could  pay  her  debts  pro-       A.  1   do  not   know,  I  did  not  Jive 
periy    after   the  first  quarter  ;    people   "^^ith  her  all  the  time, 
were  tearing  me  in  pieces  for  money,  and        Q.    Do  not  you    know  where  she 
saying  that  I  kept  it. 

Q.  When  did  you  first  live  with  Mrs. 
Clarke  ? 

A.  When   she   went  to  Gloucester- 
place. 


fBy  the  Attorkfy  General.) 

Q^  Had  you  known  Mrs.  Clarke  be- 
fore that  time  ?         A.  Yes. 

Q.  How  long  had  you  known  Mrs. 
Clarke  ? 

/A.  I  lived  witli  her  before  she  went  to 
Gloucester-place;  I  have  knowai  her 
these  ten  years;  more  than  that. 

Q.  How  much  more  ? 

A,  I  cannot  exactly  say  how  much 
more. 

Q.  Have  you  known  her  twenty  yeaii? 

A,  No,  I  have  not  known  her  twenty 
years. 

Q.  Where  did  you  first  know  Mrs. 
Clarke? 


A.  I  kfiew  her»t  Hampstoad ;  1  went   ^^^Y  ^i^ed  ? 


lived  all  that  time  ? 

A.  No,  I  was  in  the  country  with 
another  family. 

Q.  With  what  family  were  you  in 
the  country  ? 

A.  I  am  not  obliged  to  answer  that. 

Q.  Yes  you  are. 

A.  It  was  a  family  who  are  dead 

Q.  Who  are  they  ? 

A.  One  Mr.  Ellis. 

Q.  Where  did  lie  live? 

A.  In  the  City. 

Q.  What  part  of  the  City  ? 

A.  He  was  a  carpenter. 

Q.  hi  what  part  of  the  City  ? 

A.  I  really  do  not  know  the  uiime 
of  the  street,  I  cannot  recollect  it,  it 
is  so  long  ago. 

Q.  How  lung  did  you  live  there? 

A.  Two  years. 

Q.  If  you  lived  two  years  in  tlie 
same  street,  you  must  know  whei'e 


to  be  a  servant  (o  her  tiicre. 

Q,  Did  you  not  know  her  before  that 
time  ? 

''A.  Yes,  I  went  about- six  weeks  after 
she  was  married,  to  live  with  her. 

Q.    After  she    was   married  to  Mr, 
Clarke  ?  A.  Yes. 


A.  It  was  not  in  the  same  bouse 
it  was  in  lodginos. 

Q.   Where  were  the  lodgings  ^ 

A,  I  cannot  tell. 

Q.  In  how  many  different  places 
did  they  live  while  you  were  with 
them  ^ 

A.  They  had  different  apartments ; 


Q.  Did  you  live  with  her  from  that 

time  till  she  went  to  Gloucester-place  ?  they  kept  shop  in   one  part  of  the 

A.  No,  I  lived  with  her  three  or  four  town,  and    bad  apartments  iu  ano- 

times  since  ;  I  went  away    and  came  ther. 

back  ta  her.  Q.    What  part  of  the   towu  did 

Q.   Who  first  recommended  you  to  they  keep  a  shop  ? 

Mrs.  Clarke.?  A.J  camio^  recollect  iwdt-ed  ;  I 

Ai  The  pa}>ef:  wa^ 
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was  at  Brighton  and   Margate  with 
them,  and  in  clifi'erent  parts  about. 

Q.  What  oiher  parts  besides  Mar- 
gale  and  Brighton  ? 

A.  i  wd^  at  Ramsgate,  and  many 
little  phices  about,  that  I  did  not 
think  about.  -* 

Q.  Was  it  upon  ]3arties  of  pleasure 
the  family  went  to  Margate  and 
Brighton  and  Ramsgule? 

A.  No,  they  were  ail  ill,  the  mis- 
tress and  children  and  all  ;  they  went 
for  their  health,  1  supjjose. 

Q.  They  went  to  these  different 
pkices  for  their  health  ? 

A.  I  suppose  so,  I  cannot  say  for 
what  they  went  particularly  ;  I  do 
not  know  their  concerns. 

Q.  Then  why  do  you  suppose  ihey 
went  for  their  health,  if  you  know 
notliing  about  ii  ? 

A.  1  should  think  so,  if  they 
went  to  those  places, 

Q  How  many  did  the  family  con- 
sist of  ?     A.   Foiu". 

Q.   Mr.  and  Mrs.  EIHs? 

A.   Yes,  and  two  children. 

Q.  Any  servant  but  yourself? 

A.  No. 

Q.  Who  was  left  in  the  shop  while 
they  were  absent  ? 

A.  1  cannot  say,  I  am  sure  I  do 
not  know. 

Q.  You  say  they  kept  a  shop  at 
®ne  part  of  the  town,  and  had  lodcT- 
iuiis  in  another  -^ 

A.   \  es. 

Q.  In  what  part  of  the  town  was 
the  shop  : 

A.  I  really  do  not  know;  I  did 
not  concern  myself  wiili  the  shop,  I 
never  went  there. 

Q.  In  what  part  of  the  town  were 
the  lodgings  ? 

A.  In  some  of  the  streets  near 
Cheapside,  but  it  is  out  of  my  me- 
niory  entirely  ;  when  I  leave  a  place, 
I  never  trouble  it  again. 

Q.  You  have  said  that  they  lived 
in  more  places  than  one  in  London; 
what  other  place  can  you  recollect 
besides  the  street  near  Cheapside? 

A.  I   really  cannot  recollect  any 


thing  at  all  about  it;  I  do  not  know 
any  thing  about  it. 

Q.  In  how  many  dififerent  lodg- 
ings did  they  live  in  London,  while 
you  were  with  them? 

A.  I  cannot  say  ;  they  left  me  tili 
I  went  to  Brighton;  I  went  to 
Brigliion  with  the  children. 

Q.  Did  they  live  in  two,  three,  or 
four  different  lodgings  ? 

A.'  I  cannot  answer  that,  question 
indeed. 

Q.  Did  you  go  to  Brighton  with 
the  children  without  Mr.  and  Mrs. 
Ellis? 

A.  Yes,  I  did  indeed. 

Q.  Did  Mr.  and  Mrs.  Ellis  come 
to  you  there  ? 

A.  Yes,  they  did. 

Q.   Mow  long  did  they  stav  there  > 

A.  [  believe  we  were  there  about 
three  months. 

Q.  Where  did  vou  live  at  Brigh- 
ton  } 

A.  I  will  tell  you  as  nigh  as  I  can^ 
opposite  the  sea ;  but  I  do  not  knovv 
the  name  of  the  street,  though  I  was 
there. 

Q.  When  did  you  go  to  Margate? 

A.  Really  I  canuut  tell  you  sucli 
a  question  as  that,  1  do  not  keep  that 
in  my  head  ;   1  do  not  know. 

Q.  Where  did  they  live  at  Mar- 
gate ? 

A.   In  th-  High-street. 
■  Q.  Are  Mr.  and  Mrs.  Ellis  dead? 

A.    Yes,  so  I  heard. 

Q.  And  the  children  ? 

A.  1  c\o  not  know,  1  never  enquire 
afterihem. 

Q.  Wliat  reason  had  you  for  not 
chusingto  meiitian  this  family  ? 

x\.  I  have  no  reason  at  all,  i  answer 
as  nearly  as  I  can  recollect. 

Q.  Do  you  know  Captain  Sutton  ? 

A.  I  did,  but  he  is  dead  ;  he  has 
been  dead  two  years,  I  believe  I  can 
recollect  that. 

A.  Was  not  Sam.  Carter  supposed 
to  be  his  natural  son  ? 

A.  1  cannot  tell. 

Q.  did  you  never  suppose  that? 

A.  No,  I  cannot  tell  what  othyr 
persons  supposed. 

Q.  Carter 
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Q.  Carter  did  not  wear  a  livery  ? 
A.  No. 

Q.  You  iiave  stated  that  there  was 
a  very  expensive  establishment  in 
Gloucester-place;  did  iiis  Royal  High- 
ness at  anv  time  give  vou  money  to 
defray  the  expences  of  that  establish- 
Jiient  ? 

A.  He  never  gave  me  any  in  his 
life 

Q.  Did  any  body  belongino;  to  him? 
A.  >io,  nor  any"  body    belonging  to 
him. 

(By  Col.  Vaughan,) 
Q.  Where    did  Mrs.   Clarke    live 
W'hen  you  lived  with  her  first  ? 
A.  At  Hampsiead. 
Q.  Was  that  pricSr  to  your  living 
■\vith   Mrs.  Ellis?     A.  It  was  before. 
Q.  Then   how    comes  it    that  you 
recollect .  the   place  you  lived  in  with 
Mrs.  Clarke,    and    do    not   recollect 
where  you  lived  with  Mrs  Ellis  after- 
wards ? 

A.  Because  I  lived  longer  with  Mrs. 
Clarke  than  Idid  with  those  people. 

Q.  Did  you  not  live  two  years  with 
Mrs.  Ellis }     A.    Yes,  I  did. 

Q.  Do  you  mean  that  the  Cominit- 
tee  should  understand  that  you  do  not 
recollect  where  \ou  lived  two  a  ears 
with  Mrs.  Ellis.' 

A.  No,  I  do  not  ;  I  war,  at  Brigh- 
ton, Margate,  and  Kaivisgate,  and 
other  places  ;  and  I  su[)posethey  were 
Like  a  great  many  pople,  in  debt,  and 
went  about  in  constniuence,  if  i  must 
tell  the  truth  ;  but  it  is  not  the  thing 
to  tell  fanjilv  affairs, 

Q.  Y'ou  have  said  Mrs.  Ellis  kept  a 
shop  in  one  pait  ol  the  lo'.\ti,ai;d 
lodoinijs  in  another  ;  now  you  lell 
theConimit'ei.' vou  were  livinij  nb'nit 
ail  the  lime;  hovvdo)oa  lecorxile 
that  .? 

A.  They  may  go  about,  h.ls  wife 
m«iy,  und  he  may  keep  out  of  the  way, 
or  Slay  at  home;  I  ( annot  tell  how 
they  manage  liiose  things, 

Q.  Are  >on  not  related  to  Mrs-. 
Clarke.?    A-    No. 

(^i/ General  Phipp's.) 

Q.  D<)  vou  me.m  lo  (Wv.y  that  you 
are  Mrs.  Clarke's  siiler  r 


A.  T  do  ?  I  am  not  Mr.<;.  Clarke's 

sister. 

(By  Mr.  Herbert.) 
Q.  Did    you      pay  any    of    Mrs. 
Clarke's  servants  wages  ? 
A.  Yes,  I  did. 

^.  What  were  the  wages  you  paid 
to  Sam.  Carter  r 

A.  I  really  cannot  say  what  I  gave 
him. 

Q.  Did  you  ever  pay  Sam.  Carter 
any  vvage.>  ? 

A.  I  haVe  given  him  money  a  great 
many  limes,  when  he  has  asked  lor 
money  to  buy  himsell  shoes  and  things 
he  wanted. 

Q.  Do  you  recollect  whether  there 
was  any  agreement  made  for  wages  .? 
A.  No,  I  do  not. 
Q.  You  have  slated,  that  you  were 
housekeeper  to  Mrs.  Clarke,  and  su- 
permlended  a  very  large  establish- 
nienl,  and  had  two  or  three  cooks  at 
particular  times  ;  what  number  in 
general  did  you  superintend,  and 
have  10  provide  for  ? 

A.  I  am  sure  i  cannot  say  ;  there 
were  alwa)S  very  elegant  dinners 
went  up,  and  what  they  could  not 
do.  came  from  the  pastry-cook's  ; 
there  were  four  men  in  the  stable,  a 
butler  and  two  footmen,  two  cooks, 
a  laundry-maid,  a  hou'^e-maid,  a  kit- 
chen-main, and  another  little  giil  that 
worked  alher  needle,  and  myself,  and 
a  chairwoman  lo  wash  one  day  in  the 

wc*ek. 

Q.  You  have  mentioned  that  there 
were  very  considerable  embarrass- 
ments happened,  und  that  you  had 
been  applied  to  for  money,  and  have 
been  supiposed  to  keep  it  inNtead  of 
pa)ing  the  different  creditors;  did 
you  till  her  ol  those  distresses,  and 
apply  to  her  for  money;  and  if  so, 
wiiat  answer  did  you  gel  ? 

A,  I  did  inform' lier  ;  ^he  said  that 
His  Royal  Highness  Imd  been  very 
backwaKi  in  his  paynients  to  her,  and 
1  nin^t  I'Ul  the  peu-ple  off,  and  ac- 
cordingly I  did  as  she  said. 

Q.  bid  Mrs  Clarke  ever  mention 
loyou  that  His  Royal  Highness  said 
that  he  would  give  ox.had  given  her 
sums  of  money,  lo  pay  those   debts? 

A.  No, 
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'     A.  No,  I  never  heard  that.  the  stable-man  and  the  boy,  four  men 

Q.   Did  you  never  mention  to  Mrs.      in  the  stable,   I  a!\va)s  used  (o    give 

^  Clarke,  that  you    v^'ished   her    to  ask     the   money   once   a    week,  or  once  a 

for  n^oney  Irom  (he  Duke  of  York,  to     fortnight,  to  them  ;  there  were  in  all, 

pv  those  debts  ?     A.   Yes.  I  did.  five   in   the  stable,   and    three  in  the 

Q.   What    was    llie    answer    Mrs.     hou-e. 

Q.  Were  ihey  all  servants  on 
standinor  annual  waees  ? 

A.  Yes,  (hey  were  all  yearly  ser- 
vants; and  there  were  two  servants 
at  \Vevbri(ljj;e,  a  gardener  and  a  cook. 

(Bj/  Sir  James  Grahaj.i.) 

Q.  You  have  staled,  that:  there 
v.'ere  sometimes  two  atid  sometimes 
three  men  cooks  for  particular  din- 
ners ;  do  you  mean  by  th<)^e  parti- 
cular dinners,  that  they  were  dressed 
for  a  large  company  ? 

A.  No,  we  never  had  a  large  com- 
pany ;  this  was  first  when  Mrs.  Clarke 
went  into  that  house. 

Q.  Those  dinners  were  dre*sed 
merely  for    two  or  three  persons  ? 

A.  Yes  for  His  Royal  Highness,  as 
far  as  I  know  ni   particular. 

Q.   Not  for  any  other  company  ? 

A.  No. 

(Bi/  Mr.  Wilberforce.J 

Q.  You  went  with  Mrs.  Clark© 
when  she  first  went4o  reside  in  Glou' 
cesler-place  ?     A.  Yes  1  did. 

Q.  Do  you  know  who  the  trades- 
men were  who  furnished  the  house  in 
Gloucester-place  ?     A.   No.  , 

Q.   Who  furnished  the  upholstery  ,? 

A.  It   was     somebody    in     Bond- 


Clarke  ma  le  ? 

A.  She  said  all  would  be  paid  as 
so  in  as  she  had  it  from  Uis  Royal 
Hii.'.hness. 

Q.  Were  not  many  of  those  debts 
paid  ? 

A.   A  great  many  v^ere  paid. 

Q.  \ou  have  staled,  that  you  ap- 
plied to  Mrs.  Clarke,  telling  her  that 
^h'J  owed  certain  smns  of  money,  to 
gel  It  fro;n  the  Duke  of  York  ;  do 
)ouknovv  from  your  own  knowledge 
that  many  of  li)o-;e  debts  were  after- 
wards paid  ? 

A.  Some  of  tlie  debts  were  paid 
Avhile  he  was  there;  1  have  paid  the 
baker,  and  I  have  paid  the  butcher 
twice. 

Q.  Then  upon  your  application, 
desiring  Mrs.  Clarke  would  aj)ply  to 
the  Duke  of  York,  have  vou  olien 
found   debts  paid. 

A.  Yes,  I  have  found  many  of  the 
debts  paid. 

(By  Mr.  Wardle.) 

Q.  Did  you  know  Captain  Sutton, 
by  sight  ?     A.  Yes. 

Q.  Had  Captain  Sutton  only  one 
leg? 

A.  Only  one  leo-. 

Q.  Do  you  know  what  regi- 
ment he  was  of  ? 

A.  No,  1  do  not,  I  am  sure. 

Q.  Do  you  still  live  in  the  service 
of  Mrs.  Clarke  ?     A.  Yes. 

Q.  Have  you  had  any  convf-rsation 
with  Mrs.  Claries  on  the  subject  of 
this  investigation,  since  it  commen- 
ced ?     A.   No,  1  have  not. 

(Bi/ Mr.  BeresfordJ 

Q.  You  have  said,  that  you  paid 
the  servants  wages  while  you  lived 
with  Mrs.  CI  J  ike. ;  how  many  men- 
servants  did    you  pay  wages  to  ? 

A.  The  coachman,  his  name  is 
Parker,  and  William  M'Dowall;  I 
J)elieve  she  paid  Peirson  herself;  and 


street ;  Oakley. 

Q.  Do  you  know  who  furnished  the 
china  and  jrlass  ? 

A,  JSU.  Mortlock,in  Oxford- street. 

Q.  Do  you  know  who  furnished 
the  house  with  grates  ? 

A.  IMr.  Summers,  and  Rose,  in 
Bond-street. 

Q.  Do  you  know  what  silversmith 
furnished  'the   plate  ?      A.  Birketts. 

Q.  Do  you  know  any  ot  the  other 
tradesmen  with  whom  Mrs.  Clarke 
dealt  ? 

A.  Parker's,  in  Fleet-street,  she 
ha<l  something  to  do  with. 

Q.  Who  was   the  wine-merchant  ? 

A.  I  really  do  not  know  ;  I  believe 
His  Royal  Higlincss  used  to  send  it, 

but 
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|>ul  I  ih  not  know  ;  he  used  often  to 
send  it,  1  know. 

Q.  Did  you  ever  pay  any  money  on 
account  of  wages  to  any  one  ol  tliose 
men  cooks  ? 

A.  Yes,  I  gave  them  a  guinea  a 
day  each  of  ihevn,  but  i  cannot  recol- 
lect their  names. 

Q.  Did  you  consider  that  as  pay- 
ment for  tiial  day,  or  as  in  any  part  of 
annual  wages  ? 

A.   Only  for  I  he  day. 
Q.  Were  you  in  (he  capacity  of  own 
tnaJd   to   Airs.  Clarke,  or   was  there 
any  other  f 

A.  I  was  own  maid  and  house- 
keeper logethtr. 

Q,  Do  you  know  Mr.  Dowler  ? 
A.  1  have  seen  him. 
Q.  Have  you  seen  I'.irn  frequently  ? 
A.  Yes,  1  have  seeiviiiu)  frequently. 
Q.  Have  you  seen  iiin)  frequently 
in  Gl(.'uce>ler-place  ?  A.  Yt^s,  I  have. 
Q.  Do  YOU  know  or  not,  whether  he 
staid  the  niglu  there? 
A.  Never,  I  am  very  sure  of  that. 
Q.  Did  you   at   any   time  convey 
any   messages  to  the  tradesmen  em- 
ployed to  furnish   the  house  in  Glou- 
cesier- place  ? 

A.  Yes,  fcr  any  thing  that  was 
wantet'. 

Q.  Concerning  the  mannerin  which 
it  was  to  be  done,  and  what  articles 
♦'  ere  to  be  sent  in 

A.  Yes,  Mrs.  Clarke's  order. 
Q.   Did  I  he  tr;jrle>men  seem    wilj- 
int^lo  send  in  articles  merely  on  Mis, 
Clarke's  authority  ? 

A.  Tiiev  sent  what  she  ordered,  as 
far  as  I  know;  sometimes  they  would 

pot. 

Q.  Did  you  u>e  any  arguments  to 
ihem  to  induce  them  to  send  in  arti- 
cles, if  they  appeared  unwilling  so  to 

do? 

A.  No,  I  did  not  ;  I  said  Avhen  she 
liad  money  she  would  certainly  pay 
them,  nothing  lurih.er  than  (hat. 

Q.  Did  they  tell  you  that  they 
looked  to  a  belter  paymaster  than 
I\Irs.  Clarke,  or  any  thing  of  that 
kind  r 

A.  They  have  asked  me,  whether 


HisKoVal  Hlgl'.TiP's  had  settled  v.ith 
her,  and.  given  her  n-.oney  ;  and  I 
said  no,  as  soon  ns  she  had  it,  she 
would  give  it  to  them. 

Q.  Was  Captain  Sutton  in  the 
habit  of  visiting  at  Mrs.  Clarke's  ? 

A.   Yfs,  she  knew  Captain  Sutton, 

Q.  Was  he  in  the  habit  of  visiting 
ai    Mrs.  Clarke's  r     A    Yes. 

Q.  Was  be  in  the  habit  of  visiting 
at  INIrs,  Clarke'.s  before  Sam.  Carter 
came  to  live  at  Mrs.  Claike's   house  ? 

A.   Yes  lie  \va«. 

Q.    When   lie   came   to    vi-;it   Mrs, 
Clarke,  was    he    not    in  the  habit    of 
brin;'Jni{  Sam.  Carlerasa  companion  .? 

A.  I  do  not  knnw  ;  he  brought 
him  u  ill)  him,  c  triainly, 

Q.  Wher'i  Sam.  Carter  cam.e  with 
Captain  Sulton,  was  he  in  the  habit 
of  going  with  him  into  i!)e  parlour  r 

A.  Nt>. 

Q.  When  Mrs,  Clarke  first  resided 
in  Gloucester-!)lace,  what  number  of 
servants  had  she  at  that  lime  ? 

A.  S:un.  Carter  \\a>  the  i-irst  that 
went  there  when  f  went  ;  there  was 
a  coachman  and  tv. o  footmen,  and  a 
butler  and  a  postillion  :  there  W'ere 
four  men  in  the  stable  ;  she  had  them 
immediately  as  slie  got  there. 

(By  Sir  George  Warrender.) 

Q.  Did  you  ever  see  Samuel  Car^ 
ter  after  he  got  a  commission  in  the 
army  •' 

A.    No,  1  do  not   think  I  ever  did, 

Q.  Do  you  recollect  whether  Sa» 
muel  C'arter  got  a  commission  in  the 
army  uiiile  he  was  in  Mrs.  Clarke's 
service  ? 

A.  Yes,  and  went  to  Deal  to  join 
his  regiment.  . 

Q.  He  left  Mrs.  Clarke's  service 
for  that  reason  ?     A.  Ye^. 

Q.  And  von  never  saw  him  afterT 
wards  ?     A.   No. 

(/,■'/  the  Attorxey  General.) 

Q.  What  was  your  name  before 
you  were  married  ? 

A.  Favery,  that  is  my  real  name. 
Q.  Aie  you  a  married  woman  .' 
A.  No. 

Q.   Did  you  ever  hear  Mrs.  Clarke 
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cay  why  she  applied  for  a  rommjs^ion 
for   Sam.    Carter,    more  ihan  for  any 
other  footboy  in  her  s^m  vice  ? 
A.  No. 

(Bfj  auotlter  Member.) 

Q.  By  wiiat  name  was  Sam.  Cnr- 
ler  known  lo  His  Riyal  Highne<;s,  by 
the  name  of  Sair,.  San^uel,  or  Carter  ? 

A.    VVe  u*;ed  to  call  him    Sam. 

Q.  Was  he  known  by  the  name  of 
Carter  to  His  Royal   Highness  ? 

A.  Yes,  he  was  known  by  the 
name  of  Carter. 

Q.  Did  Samuel  Carter  appear  lo 
yau  a  ptrson  of  superior  manners 
and  education  lo  persons  in  that  situ- 
ation ? 

A.  I  do  not  know  ;  he  was  very 
well. 

Q,  Did  any  of  the  servants  dine 
v/iih  you  in  general  at  the  same  ta- 
ble, when  you  lived  with  Mrs,  Clarke 
in  Gloucester  place  ? 

A.  Yes,  I  sat  down  to  dinner  with 
them  all. 

{By  Mr.  Wilberforce.) 

Q.  Can  you  meniion  any  body  else 
who  was  in  the  habit  of  going  (o  the 
tradesmen  about  the  articles  to  be  fur- 
nished to  the  house  in  Gloucester- 
place  ? 

A.  I  never  went,  I  sent  a  servant 
always,  and  William  M'Dowall  has 
been  to  Oaklev's  in  Bond-sireet,  and 
to  Rose  and  Summer's,  and  to  different 
tradesmen. 

Q.  Do  you  know  any  body  else 
who  went  ? 

A.  Peirson  used  to  "O  ? 

Q.'You  did  not  know  any  agent  or 
steward,  or  any  person  of  that  descrip- 
tion, who  used  to  go.     A.'  No. 

Q.  Do  you  know  whether  a  person 
of  the  name  of  Taylor  used  to  go  ? 

A.  I  am  not  sure  whether  he  went  ; 
he  might  be  sent  by  iMrs.  Clarke,  he 
was  not  by  me. 

Q.  Do  you  know  any  thing  of  his 
going  ?     A.  No,  I  do  not. 

{Bif  Sir  R.  Williams.) 

Q.  When  you  lived  in  Glouccstsr- 
No.  13. 


place,  was  Mrs.  Clarke  In  the  habits 
of  receivii^g  vi^^its  from  other  gentle- 
men besides  His  Royal  Highness  the 
DukeofYoik  ? 

A.  Yes  several  people  c  me. 

Q.  Genllemen  ? 

A*  Yes,  gentlemen  came  back- 
wards and  forwards. 

Q.  Did  you  ever  know  (hat  any 
of  I  hose  gentlemen  were  considered 
as  opulent  ? 

A.I  real!)  do  not  know. 

Q.  You  l)ave  slated  that  you  were 
in  the  habit  ol  dining  wiih  all  the  ser- 
vants ;  of  course  the  coachman  was 
one  of  that  number  ? 

A.  Yes,  he  was. 

Q.  Do  you  remember  a  Captain 
Waljis  visiting    there  ? 

A.  No,  I  never  remember  such  a 
name. 

iThe  ivitncss  ivas  directed  to  zvith- 
dran.l 

[Mr.  W  ardle  staled  thai  he  wished 
to  ask  Mr,  Greenwood  some  ques- 
tions, but  as  he  was  not  present, 
he  was  desirou>;  of  interrogating 
Mf'i.  Clarke.  Before  she  was  call- 
ed in,  however  one  of  the  members 
put  the  following  question  to  Mr. 
Wardle.] 

Q.  In  folio  1.32  of  the  printed  mi- 
nutes of  the  evidence,  there  appears 
a  letter  written  by  Mrs.  Clarke  lo  Mr. 
Donovan,  in  which  is  the  following 
expression,  the  date  of  the  letter  is 
January  23lh,  1809:  "I  mu^t  be 
candid,  and  tell  you  that  in  order  to 
facilitate  some  negociations,  I  had 
given  him  a  few  of  your  letters  :  in 
one  you  speak  of  the  Queen,  in  ano- 
ther the  two  Deaneries,"  Did  Mrs. 
Clarke  give  you  any  letters  in  order 
to  facilitate  any  negociation  ? 

A.  I  never  had  any  negociation 
with  Mrs.  Clarke  about  letters  in  my 
life  ;  I  do  not  know  what  she  means 
by  the  expression  of  a  negociation. 

(By  Sir  M.  B,  Foulkes.) 
Q.   Are  these  the  letters  which  she 
stated  you  had  taken  away  from  her  .? 
2  T  A.  I 
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A.  I  took  some  of  Mr,  Donovan's 
letters  in  the  way  I  Have  before  de- 
scribed, vvhicli  I.  have  produced  (o 
this  House  ;  but  vvlial  she  means  by 
neorociation  I  do  not  know. 

Q.  Had  yon  any  oiher  letters  or 
JNIr.  Donovan's  from  Mrs.  Clarke,  or 
are  those  the  very  letters  which  she  so 
positively  stated  you  had  taken  away 
from  her? 

A.  I  had  some  other  letters  from- 
Mrs.  C:larke  of  Mf.  Donovan's,  which 
she  gave  me,  and  I  exrirnined  him  as 
to  those  letters  in  l'  is.  House. 

{By  ?^R.  Perceval.) 

Q.  For  what  purpose  did  Mrs. 
Clarke  give  you  tho^e  letters  ? 

A.  1  really  do  not  know  for  what 
purpose  she  gave  ihem  to  me  ;  I  asked 
her  lo  give  ihetn  me,  and  I  ex- 
amined him  upon  them  in  tliis  House. 

Q.  Have  you  never  a<ked  Mrs. 
Clarke  what  she  meant  by  that  ex- 
pression in  her  letter  ? 

A.  No,  I  do  not   think  I  did  ;  but 
I  never  did  have  any  answer  to  it,  if 
I  had  ;  I   remember   the   expression 
striking  me  when  I  heard  it  read. 

C5^  Mr.  Spencer  Stanhope.) 

Q.  When  Mrs.  Clarke  deliverfeU 
these  letters  to  you,  did  siie  mention 
any  thing  about  any  negocialion  as  af- 
fecting one  or  more  Deaneries  .? 

A.  I  never  heard  ot  any  negocia- 
tion  about  any  Deanery,  except  what 
these  letters  contained. 

(Mrs.  Clarkezuis  then  called  in,  and 
a  letter  froju  Mr.  EULrton  to  His 
Roijal  Highness  the  Duke  of  York 
being  thenshczmi  to  her,  she  icas  ex- 
amined, b>/  Sir  Thomas  Turton.) 

Q.  Do  you  recollect  that  that  was 
one  of  the  letter-^  that  you  delivered 
to  Mr.  Nithoils,  to  be  burned  ? 

A.  Yes,  tliey  were  all  delivered  lo 
be  burned. 

Q.  Do  you  recollect  that  was  one 
of  them  ? 

A.  I  cannot  recollect  that  that 
was  one  of  them  ;  except  what  I 
burned  myself,  I  gave  the  rest  down 
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to  be  burned,  and  they  positively  as- 
sured nie  they  were  buriied. 

Q.  Do  you  reuKmber  how  that 
letter  came  into  your  posstssinn  ? 

A.  I  suppose  I  may  be  allowed  to 
read  it  befoie  I  give  my  opuiion. 

[The  ii-itness  read  the  letter.'] 

Q.  To  whom  is  that  letter  ad- 
dressed ? 

A.  It  is  addressed  to  His  Royal 
Highness  the  Duke  of  York. 

Q.  How  came  that  letter  into 
your  possession  ? 

A.  I  had  it  to  shew  the  Duke  of 
York,  I  suppose,  as  1  had  many 
other  letters;  and,  after  he  read  it, 
it  was  left  in  my  possession.  This 
man  was  arrested  after  he  had  his 
appointment,  and  1  had  solicited  tor 
leave  for  him. 

Q.  Then  I  understand  you  to 
say,  that  that  letter  was  addressed 
to  you  ;  by  whom  was  it  addressed 
lo  you  ? 

A.  By  Mr.  Elderton,  or  else  bis 
wife  ;  by  Mr.  Elderton,  addressed  to 
me,  lo  deliver  to  the  Duke. 

Q.  Then  I  understand  you  to  say, 
that  the  letter  was  inclosed  lo  you 
in  another  by  INIr.  Elderton  ;   is  that 

0  ?   A.  Yes. 
Q.  And   that  in   consequence  of 

your  receiving  it,  you  delivered  it  to 
His  Royal  Highness  the  Duke  of 
York  ? 

A.  I  am  positive  that  1  shewed  it 
to  him,  to  let  him  know  that  the 
man  was  grateful. 

Q.  Did  the  Duke  of  York  return 
it  to  you  ? 

A.  After  he  had  read  letters,  they 
used   to  be  left  upon    the  table,  and 

1  ou£;ht  to  have  destroved  them. 

Q.  Did  not  you  understand  that 
Sam.  Carter  was  a  natural  son  of 
Captain  Sutton  } 

A.  No,  I  did  not;  people  have 
said  so,  but  he  told  me  to  the  con- 
trary hiniself. 

Q.  Did  not  Captain  Sutton  take 
care  of  his  education  ? 

A.  Captain  Sutton  always  had 
the  boy  about  him  ;  he  had  several, 

and 
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and  Sam.  was  one;  he  liad  been 
very  strongly  recommended,  I  be- 
lieve, by  Airs,  Fitzlierbert,  but  they 
denied  that  at  one  time. 

Q.  Did  Captain  Sutton  educate 
the  boy  ? 

A.  He  was  not  well  educated  till 
he  came  to  me  ;  he  used  to  go  to 
school,  while  he  was  in  my  service, 
every  leisure  houi". 

Q.  Do  not  you  know  that  Cap- 
tain Sutton  took  care  of  hiis  educa- 
tion ? 

'A.  I  knew  that  l«e  took  some 
pains  to  instruct  him  in  his  leisuie 
time?  be  was  a  very  good  boy. 

Q.  Do  you  know  what  regiment 
Captain  Suttoa   was  in  r 

A.  He  formerly  was  a  Lieutenant 
in  the  Grenadiers;  1  believe  he  was 
a  volunteer  where  he  lost  his  leg. 

Q.  \ou  are  not  certain  what  re- 
giment he  was  in  ? 

A.  No;  he  was  Deputy  Fire-mas- 
ter at  Woolwich,  y.nd  had  been  an 
esteemed  friend  of  the  Prmce  of 
Wales  and  of  the  Duke  of  York  for 
twelve  years,  but  nearly  died  for 
want,  except  through  me. 

Q.  Did  you  consider  Samuel  Car- 
ter in  a  hght  above  the  rest  pf  your 
servants  ? 

A.  Yes,  I  did,  for  he  was  very 
faithful  tome. 

Q.  In  what  year  did  Mr.  Elder- 
ton  get  the  Pay  mastership  of  the 
Dragoons,  that  you  spoke  of? 

A.  1  cannot  tell,  but  it  was  be- 
fore General  Simcoe  died. 

Q.  You  do  not  remember  the 
year  at  all  ? 

A.  No,  I  do  not. 

Q.  During  your  residence  in  Glou- 
cester-place, did  you  ever  make  any 
return  of  the  Income  lax? 
A.  No,  I  believe  I  did  not. 
Q.  Were  you  ever  assessed  either 
for  your  horses,  carriages,   or  men 
servants  ? 
A.  Yes,  I  was. 

Q.  Then  vou  recollect  the  num- 
ber ? 

A.    I  used  to  forget   the  greater 
number  of  them  when  they  were  put 
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down,  conceiving  they  had  been  paid 
for  before  through  the  Duke,  or 
otherwise.  ,\ 

Q.  Look  at  that  letter  :  [the  let- 
ter to  Mr.  Donovan,  of  the  28th  of 
January]  that  letter  speaks  of  deli- 
vering some  letters  to  Mr.  Wardle, 
in  order  to  facilitate  some  negocia- 
tion } 

A.  1  sent  that  letter  to  Mr.  Do- 
novan. 

Q.  Did  you  give  these  letters  to 
Mr.  Wardle,  in  order  to  facilitate 
any  negociation  } 

A.  Yes,  not  the  letters  that  Co- 
lonel Wardle  ran  away  with,  but 
letters  of  field  officers  to  recommend 
two  or  three  lieutenants  to  compa- 
nies, they  were  to  give  more  than 
the  regulation,  three  or  four  hun- 
dred pounds;  I  understood  from  Mr. 
Donovan  that  Greenwood  was  to 
have  some  part,  Froorae  another, 
himself  a  share,  and  me  ;  these 
young  men  were  to  pay,  I  think, 
four  hundred  guineas  over  the  regu- 
lation, and  that  it  was  the  last  job 
Greenwood  was  to  give  Froome,  that 
it  was  to  complete  a  very  old  promise 
of  the  Duke  of  York  ;  Mr.  Dono- 
van told  me  he  must  have  the  re^ 
commendation  of  a  Member  of  Par^- 
.liament  or  a  general  officer,  to  cover 
himself. 

Q.  If  you  refer  to  a  passage  in 
your  letter,  it  will  appear  that  the 
letters  you  allude  to  were,  one  in 
which  Mr.  Donovan  speaks  of  the 
Queen,  and  in  the  other  of  two> 
Deanaries  ? 

A.  -Those  were  the  letters  Co- 
lonel Wardle  took  away,  and  which 
I  told  him  were  in  his  possession; 
that  letter  I  think  mentions  as  far 
as  that. 

\_The  passage  in  the  letter  v:as  read.'] 

I  had  not  given  him  those  letter?, 
be  took  them,  and  what  I  gave  Co- 
lonel Wardle  to  facilitate  was  the 
other  three,  the  lieutenants  for  the 
companies,  and  he  has  two  or  three 
of  them  now,  and  General  Claver* 

iflg 
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in(?  tlic  other;  and  when  I  repre- 
sented one  of. the  young  men  as  Mr. 
Sumner's  nephew  or  cousin,  I  be- 
lieved it,  because  Mr.  Donovan  had 
told  me  so,  and  declared  it  in  every 
way  possible. 

Q.  How  could  the  delivery  of  any 
letters  whatever  to  Mr.  Wardle,  fa- 
cilitate anv  nesociation  ? 

A.  I  thought  that  they  miglit,  be- 
cause he  told  metiuithecoulddo  it  by 
men  that  were  not  in  the  opposi- 
tion, because  I  knew  that  a  man  on 
that  side  would  not  do  to  recom- 
mend to  the  Duke  of  York  any  mi- 
litary man. 

Q.   Who  told  you  so  ^ 

A,  Colonel  Wardle. 

Q.  What  sort  of  negociations  did 
you  think  the  delivery  of  these  let- 
ters might  facilitate? 

A.  To  set  a  letter  of  recommen- 
dation  for  the  young  men,  the  same 
sort  of  recommendation  as  General 
Claverina  was  to  "ive  me  for  Sum- 
ner. 

Q.  You  have  stated,  that  the  Pay- 
mastership  procured  for  Elderton 
was  previous  to  the  death  of  Gene- 
ral Simcoe  ;  •  what  circumstance 
makes  you  say  it  must  have  been 
previous  to  the  death  of  General 
Simcoe  ? 

A.  1  believe  it  was  General  Sim- 
coe's  regiment,  I  know  he  had  been 
applied  to  on  tiie  subject. 

Q.  Are  you  quite  positive  that 
these  letters  spoken  of,  are  the  let- 
ters Mr.  Wardle  ran  away  with  ? 

A.  Yes. 

Q.  Did  the  Duke  of  York  ever 
tell  you  at  any  time,  that  he  had 
been  informed  by  any  person  of  your 
having  received  money  by  getting 
appointments  in  the  army  ? 

A.   No,  no  one  dare  tell  him  so. 

Q.  Did  the  Duke  of  York  ever 
inform  you  by  v.hat  means  the  com- 
missions vou  state  to  have  been  so 
irregularly  obtained,  were  made  to 
appear  regular  in   the  books  of  the 

office  ? 

A.  No,  be  did  not  state  to  me 
tiliat    circumstance,    only    that    he 


would  take  proper  care  and  have 
them  all  right,  and  the  subjects  he 
always  thought  were  proper  when 
they  were  proposed.  > 

(The  ziitncss zvas  ordered  to  zvithdrcnVf 
on  zvhich  Mr.  Wardle  rose  and 
made  thcfolloziing  statement :) 

I  wish  to  say,  that  I  am  now  aware 
what  Mrs-  Clarke  means  by  her  ne- 
gnciation  :  the  letteis  tiiat  I  before 
alluded  to  her  having  received  from 
Mr.  Donovan,  and  my  having  ex- 
amined him  upon  them  in  this 
House,  were  sent  to  licr  by  Mr. 
Donovan,  as  I  understood,  for  the 
purpose  of  her  getting  them  signed 
by  a  general  officer,  or  a  Member  of 
Parliament;  she  stated  liaving  sent 
one  of  them  to  General  Clavering  to 
be  signed  ;  the  other  three  or  four, 
I  forget  which  it  was,  I  got  from 
her,  she  gave  them  to  me  ;  I  re- 
member her  stating  at  the  time,  that 
if  I  could  get  a  Member  of  Parlia- 
ment to  sirrn  them  tor  her,  it  would 
be  just  what  Mr.  Donovan  wanted  ; 
I  said  my  friends  were  in  opposi- 
tion, and  opposition  men  would  not 
do  ;  I  kept  the  letters  ever  since, 
and  till  this  moment  never  could 
make  out  \vhat  she  meant  by  the 
term  negociation. 

^(Bi/  Mr.  Beresford.) 

Q,  Have  you  any  objection  to  de- 
liver in  those  letters,  from  which 
vou  examined  Mr.  Donovan  at  the 
table  of  this  House  ? 
,  A..  They  are  all  on  the  table  of 
the  House. 

Q.  Are  those  letters  on  the  ta- 
ble of  the  House  which  IMrs.  Clarke 
wished  you  to  get  a  Member  of  Par- 
liament to  sign  r 

A.   No,  I  think  not. 

Q.  Are  there  any  letters  on  the 
table  of  the  House  which  Mrs. 
Clarke  gave  to  you,  to  procure  the 
sitinaturc  of  a  Member  of  Parlia- 
ment  ? 

A.  I  thouglu  they  had  been  given 
in,  but  if  they  are  not,  1  certainly 
will  lay  Ihem  on  the  table. 

.  Q,  Have 
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Q.  Have  you  any  objection  to  lay  lion  rcspefctin^    those    officers    who 

on  the  table  every  letter  which  you  were  to  liuve  been  so  recommended, 

got,  either  by  violence  or  otherwise,  and  all  the  tetters  that  I  had  regard 

from  Mrs.  Clarke?  to  in  the    statement  f   made  to  the 

A.   I    have    no    objection   to    lay  House, 
upon  the  tabic  the   letters  in  ques- 

SiR  George  Hill  objected  to  the  honoiuable  member  bold- 
infi-  conversation  witli  a  noble  Lord  near  him,  at  a  time  when  be 
WHS  givinoj  bis  evidence. 

Mr.  Whitbreai)  insisted  tbat  everv  member  bad  a  ridtt  to 
<lo  so. 

Mr.  Windham  said,  tbat  as  tbe  honourable  member  was 
c^oino*  to  speak  not  to  a  matter  oC  t'act^  but  to  give  an  opinion  on 
the  course  be  would  pursue,  as  to  ibc  production  of  certain  papers, 
be  was  justified  in  lipeaking  to  those  around  bim,  and  asking 
their  advice. 

Sir  G.  Hill  explained. 

Lord  Folkstone  said,  be  thought  tbe  examination  was  over, 
and  spoke  to  bim  upon  quite  another  matter.     (Hearl  hear  !) 

Mr.  Perceval  thought  the  House  should  not  go  into  tbat 
general  question;  but  ii"  they  were  to  debate  it,  be  could  not  see 
why  a  Member  of  Parliament,  examined  as  a  witness,  should  have 
any  privilege  distinct  from  a  witness  witbout  a  scat  in  the  House. 

Mr.    WiNDHAk  said,    that    as   the    honourable  member  was 
only  about  to  give  an  opinion  as  to  the  manner  in  which  be  would 
regulate   bis    production    of  tbe   letters,    all    that  bad    been    said, 
bv    the    right    honourable    gentleman  with  respect  to  testimony^ 
did  not  apply.     (Ilea?' !  hefw  !) 

Mr.  Canning  understood  that  the  honourable  gentleman  on 
the  floor  (Mr.  Whitbread)  appeared  to  bim  to  maintain,  tbat,  even 
as  a  witness,  a  member  bad  a  right  to  consult  with  those  around 
bim.     (/-/  ay  of  no  !  no  !) 

Mr.  Whitbread  stated,  be  bad  said  that  a  Member  of  Par 
liament  bad  a  rigbi  to  communicate  with  wliom  be  pleased,  but 
not  on  the  subject  of  an  answer,  when  examined  as  a  witness — 
{Hear\  heatl) — He  thought  that  the  observation  of  tbe  bonoiir- 
able  baronet  cast  an  imputation  upon  bis  friend,  for  proceeding 
in  a  course  not  only  unbecoming  a  Member  of  Parliament,  but 
unbecoming  a  man. 

Mr.  Canning  understood  tbat  tbe  bonourable  gentleman  bad 
drawn  a  distinction  between  an  ordinary  v.itaess  and  a  Member  of 
Parliament.     {Ciy  of  no  !  7io  !) 

Mr.  Whitbread  denied  that  be  bad  ever  said  so;  from  first 
to  last  be  bad  said,  and  would  still  say,  that  bis  bonourable 
friend  bad  aright  to  communicate  with  tliose  around  bim. 

Mr.  Beresford  wished  the  last  question  to  be  read,  vvbich 
was  done,  and  Mu.  ^Vardle  desired  bis  last  answer  to  be 
read  also. 

Q.  Have  you  any  objection  to   lay  any  other  letters  you  have  I'eceived 

from 
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from  Mrs.  Clarke,  before  the  House,  besifles  those  which  apply  to  the 
case  ?     fCrtj  of  no  !   wa  \J 

Q.  Have  you  any  other  Ietter>  ?  fO-j/  of  no\  vo\  no\)  I  do  not 
wish  to  hurt  the  feelings  of  the  lionourable  gentleman,  and  therefore  will 
only  require  such  letters  as  apply  10  the  case  ? 

A.  No  letters  shall  be  withheld  from  the  House  that  may  be  necessary 
to  assist  this  investigation  ;  fioui  the  first  moment  to  the  present  I  have 
not  attempted  to  withhold  any  thing;  my  conduct,  1  think,  does  not  jus- 
tify the  attack  that  has  been  made  upon  me. 

Mr.  Berksford  said,  that  he  meant  no  attack  upon  the 
lionoiiralile  iiiembcr. 

Mr.  Wardle  did  not  accuse  him  of  attacking  liim  ;  he  alluded 
to  an  honourable  baronet  on  the  floor,  who  had  attacked  him  in 
a  manner  that  he  felt  severely. 

Sir  G.  F-JiLL  rose  amidst  a'cry  of  Order  \  order  \  and  was  obliged 
to  sit  down. 


Q.    Are  the  letters  alluded  to   in  the  letter  of  Mrs.  Clarke,  at  pre- 
sent on  the  table  of  the  House  ? 
A.  No,  the}"  are  not. 

Sir  George  then  rose,  and  said,  that  be  had  no  disposition  to 
attack  the  honourable  member  who  had  the  conducting  of  so 
weighty  a  charge;  he  acted  as  he  did,  because  he  thought  it 
his  duty. 


(By  Mr.  Lock  hart.) 

Q.  When  did  you  receive  the  let- 
ters from  Mrs.  Clarke,  which  she 
mentions,  in  her  letter  of  the  28th 
of  January,  to  have  been  delivered 
to  you  ? 

.  A.    I  have   no  memorandum,    I 
cannot  speak  to  the  time. 

(C?iARLES  Greenwood,  Esquir.e, 
luas  then  called  to  the  bar,  and  ex- 
amined by  Mr.  Wardle.) 

Q.  Is  Mr.  Froome  now  in  yovir 
office  ?     A.  No. 

Q.  Did  not  M  r.  Froome  succeed 
to  the  situaticni  ot  one  of  your  clerks 
that  has  lately  left  ynv\  ?     A.   No. 

Q.  Did  not  Mr.  Froome  come  to 
town  fur  the  purpose  ofsupplving 
the  place  ot  that  clerk  ? 

A-  Mr.  Froome  came  to  town  to 
settle  some  old  accounts  of  n)ine  a's 
treasurer  to  the  Royal  Military  Col- 
lege, and  not  at  all  to  take  the  place 
of  that  clerk. 


Q.  Has  he  settled  those  accounts, 
and  if  so  when  did  he  lea  . .  you  ? 

A.  He  is  settling  them  now. 

Q.  Where  does  he  transact  the 
business  ? 

A.  Very  near  aiy  office  at  Char- 
ing-Cross. 

(By  General  Loftus.) 

Q.  Are  you  agent  to  the  22d  re- 
giment of  Dragoons  \ 

A.  No. 

Q.  Or  ever  was  since  it  was  rais- 
ed? 

A.  I  think  not ;  but  I  connot  po- 
sitiv<  ly  answer  to  that  fac!. 

Q.  Do  you  recollect  any  differ- 
ence between  you  and  the  Duke  of 
York,  wherein  the  Duke  of  York  ap- 
plied to  you  to  appoint  a  paymaster 
to  that  regiment  ? 

A.  Ct  rtairily  not. 

Q.  Is  it  within  your  power  or  that 
of  any  agent  to  appoint  a  paymaster 
to  any  regiment  ? 

A.  The  power  rests  in  the  Colonel 

to 
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to  recommend  to  the  Secretary  at 
War,  who  makes  the  necessary  in- 
quiries as  to  ihe  securities,  and  then 
makes  out  the  appointment  for  the 
Commander  in  C'lief  to  lay  before 
His  Majesty. 

Q.  In  fact  t'je  Commander  in 
Chief  Can  have  ncUhing  in  the  world 
to  do  with  it,  more  than  to  lay  it 
before  His  Majesty? 

A.  I  never  understood  that  he 
had. 

(Bi/  Lord  Folkstone.) 

Q.    Do  you  know  Mrs.  Clarke  ? 

A.   I  do  not  know  her  by  sight. 

Q.   Did  you  ever  write  to  her  .'' 

A.  I  recollect  one  note  I  did  write 
to  her. 

Q.  Doyou  knowa  Mr.  Eiderton  ? 

A.  I  did  know  him. 

Q.  No  disagreement  ever  hap- 
pened between  you  and  the  Duke 
oF  York,  respecting  appointing  Mr. 
Eiderton  a  paymaster  ? 

A.  No,  certainly  not. 

Q.  Did  the  Duke  of  York  ever 
apply  to  you  to  appoint  him  ? 

A.  Never;  the  Duke  of  York 
mentioned  him  to  me  as  a  man  that 
would  call  upon  me  about  a  pay- 
mastership,  and  said  that  I  might 
make  inquiries  about  him,  but  never 
recommended  him. 

(Bf/  Mr.  Wardle.) 

Q.  What  was  the  occasion  of  that 
note  wliichyou  mention  having  writ- 
ten to  Mrs.  Clarke  ? 

A.  It  was  in  answer  to  a  note  she 
wrote  to  me,  to  desire  my  inter- 
ference with  His  Royal  Highness 
about  a  brother,  I  think  he  was,  of 
hers ;  she  called  him  Captain  Thomp- 
son, that  had  been  in  the  ravahy. 

Q.  Do  you  recollect  the  dale  of 
that  note  ? 

A.  It  was  not  long  ago  ;  I  do  not 
recollect  the  date  at  all ;  I  should 
think  within  a  month  or  six  weeks. 

Q.  Do  you  recollect,  either  in 
that  note  or  by  message,  stating  to 
Mrs.  Clarke,  that  you  were  sorry 


she   had   got  acquainJed    with  Mr. 
Finnerty  ?        A.  Never. 

Q.  Did  you  ever  send  any  mes- 
sage to  Mrs.  Clarke  by  Mr.  Taylor 
of  Bond-street  ?         A."  Never. 

Q.  How  long  was  Mr.  Froome  in 
your  office  before  the  first  time  he 
and  you  parted  .'' 

A,  I  really  cannot  recollect ;  but 
he  has  left  my  office  for,  I  should 
suppose,  four  or  five  years,  lean- 
not  recollect  particularly,  it  was  at 
the  time  I  discovered  he  was  trad- 
ing in  commissions  that  I  discharged 
him. 

Q'  Is  not  Mr.  Froome  on  the 
halt-pa}^  ' 

A.  I  believe  he  is. 

Q.  Is  he  a  captain  on  the  half 
pay? 

A.  No,  I  think  only  a  lieute- 
nant. 

Q.  How  did  you  send  that  note 
which  you  wrote  to  Mrs.  Clarke  } 

A.  I  sent  it  by  Mr.  Taylor,  i 
think. 

Q.  Mr.  Taylor  the  shoemaker  ? 

A.  Yes. 

{Bi/  Lord  Folkstone.) 

Q.  Are  you  acquainted  with  Mrs 
Sinclair  Sutherland  ? 

A.   I  knew  her  some  years  ago. 

Q.   How  many  years  ago  ? 

A.  I  should  think  six  or  seven 
years  ago  ;    I  have  seen  her  since. 

Q.  Have  you  seen  her  often  since  ? 

A.  No. 

Q.  Have  you  seen  her  lately  ? 

A.  No. 

Q.  How  lately  have  3'ou  seen  her? 

A.  I  do  not  think  I  have  seen 
Mrs.  Sinclair  these  two  years. 

Q.  On  what  occasion  did  you  last 
see  her  ? 

A.  Mine  was  a  visit  of  civility, 
I  believe,  I  had  no  particular  object 
in  it. 

Q.   Did  you  call  upon  her  ^ 

A.  Yes. 

Q.  Have  you  kept  up  your  ac- 
quaintance with   her  from  the  first 

origin  of  this  acquaintance  ? 

A.  I 
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A.  I  have  very  little  acquaintance  between   the    Duke    of    York    and 

with  I\Irs.    Sinclair;    I  do  not  sup-  h<'r -^ 

pose   I   ever    saw    Mrs.   Sinclair    a         A.     I    certainly    was    acquainted 

^ozen  limes  in  my  life.  with   her    more   Irom   that  circum- 

Q,  What    kd  "to    that   acquaint-  stance, 
auce  ?  Q-     Then    you    are    aware    she 

A.    I   believe   that    the    first   ac-  was     intimate    with    the    Duke    of 

quaintance  I  had  with  Mrs.  Sinclair,  York  ? 

was  from  hearing  a  friend  of  mine         A.  I  am  aware  that  the  Duke  of 

speak  of  her.  York    knew   her  ;  I   am    not    at  all 

Q.  Did  you    become  acquainted  aware   that  the  Duke  of  York  was 

with    her    through      any     intimacy  intimate  with  her. 


Q  What  was  the  general  character  of  Mrs.  Sinclair  Sutherland 


? 


On  the  simdestion  of  Mr.  Perceval,  the  Avitness  was  ordered 
to  witbdrav; 

Mr.  Perceval  then  observed,'  that  he  conceived  there  was  an 
impropriety  in  asking  the  qi:es!ion.  The  lady  had  not  been  ex- 
amined before  the  HousC;,  and  it  would  be  unfair  to  take  tbe 
opinion  of  a  witness  as  to  tbe  character  of  a  person  who  never  had 
been  in  the  situation  of  having  her  testimony  impeached. 

A  conversation  then  took  place  between  Lord  Folkstone^  Mr. 
Bastard,  Mr.  Beresford,  Mr.  C.  VV.  Wynne,  Sir  Arthur  Welles- 
ley,  and  Mr.  AVindbam,  which  terminated  by  Lord  Folkstone 
withdrawing  the  question. 

Tiie  witness  was  again  called  in,  and  Lord  Folkstone  pro- 
ceeded in  his  examination. 

Q.  Do  you  know  of  any"  connec-  '.      a.  Ibiiveheard  M,s.  Sinclair  her- 

lion    ever     subsisting    between    the  self  say  so.. 

Duke   of  York   and   ISIrs.    Suther-  q.   Did  you  ever  hear  Mrs.  Sinclair 

^and  ?  state  that  she  was  with  •child  by  the 

A.   I  have  heard  that  there  was.  Duke  of  Y'ork? 

Q.    Has  any  fact  ever   come   to  A.   Yes. 
your  knowledge  which   enables  you 

to   stale,   of  your  own   kn<nvledge,  {^Thc  ziitness  zias  directed  to  zii'th- 

that  such  a   connection    ever   had  draw. 
existed  ? 

The  Attorney  General  expressed  his  opinion  that  it  was  too 
unlike  legal  evidence  for  the  House  to  allow  such  a  question  to 
be  put. 

The  witness  was  again  called  in. 

Q.  Did  you  ever  know  of  a  house  (%  Mr.Wardle.) 

being  hired  at    Hamburgh  for  Mrs.  Q.  Can  you  to  your  own  knowledge 

Sutherland  to  lie  in?     A.  No.  speak  to  Mrs.   Sinclair  having  got  a 

Q.   Do  you  know  of  any  measures  troop  from  the, Duke  of  Y^ork,  for  a 

Ihat  were   taken  to  hire   a  house  for  frieod  of  hers  ? 

that  purpose?     A.' No.  A.  Certainly  not. 

Q.  Did 
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Q.  Did  you  ever  correspond  with 
her  on  the  subject  of  a  troop  that  she 
had  applied  for  ? 

A.  No,  I  think  not,  it  is  so  long 
since;  to  the  best  of  my  knowledge 
not. 

Q.  Can  yon  speak  positively  to  that 
fact  ? 

A.  I  can  speak  positively  to  never 
having  had  any  conversation  with  the 
Duke. of  York. 

Q  Do  you  recollect  writing  fo 
Mrs.  Sinclair  upon  any  military 
matters? 

A.  I  recollect  she  wrote  to  me  re- 
lative to  a  son  of  the  late  General  Deb- 
bidge,  upon  the  subject  of  promotion, 
which  I  (lid  not  apply  for;  and  I 
think  she  wrote  to  me  about  obtaining 
leave  of  absence  for  him,  which,  be- 
ing in  the  natural  course  of  my  busi- 
ness, I  think  1  did  obtain  for  her;  but 
I  cannot  speak  with  certainty. 

Q.  State  whe^ther  of  your  own 
knowledge  Mrs  Sinclair  was  given  to 
understand  that  that  officer  was  pro- 
moted through  her  application? 

A.  Certainly  not. 

Q.  You  have  stated,  that  you  sent 
a  note  to  Mrs.  Clarke  by  Mr.  Taylor; 
•who  is  Mr.  Taylor  ? 

A.  A  shoemaker,  in  Bond-street.^ 

Q.  How  happened  it  that  you  em- 
ployed such  a  messpnger  ? 

A.  She  sent  him  to  me. 

Q.  Had  you  ever  any  other  com- 
munication with  Mr.  Taylor  ? 

A.  I  have  seen  Mr.  Taylor  several 
times  on  other  business. 

Q.  Is  Mr.  Taylor  your  shoemaker  ? 

A.  No. 

Q.  Have  you  ever  had  any  corre- 
spondence by  letter  with  Mr.  Taylor? 

A.  No. 

(By  Sir  John  Sebright.) 

Q.  You  have  stated  in  the  early 
^art  of  your  examination,  that  the 
Commander  in  Chief  told  you  that 
Mr.  Elderton  would  probably  call 
respecting  a  Fay  mastership,  and  re- 
quested you  to  make  inquiries:  did 
.you  make  any  inquiries  ?    A.  Yes. 

Q.  What  was  the  result  of  those  in- 

Jffo.  13, 


quiries,  and  was  he  appointed  to  the 
Pavmastershipr 

A.  1  he  result  of  those)  iquiries  N^crs, 
that  T  put  him  down  in  my  list  as  a 
candidate  for  a  Paymastership  ? 

Q  Was  he  appointed  to  a  Paymas- 
tership? 

A.   Upon  a  vacancy  happening  in 
Sir    Robert   Abercrombie's    regi intent, 
thinking   him  a    very  proper  man  for 
the  appointment,  I  wrote  to  Si"  Ro- 
bert Abercrombie  about  him,  and  he 
recommended  him  to  the  Secretary  at 
War.     May  I  beg  leave  to  correct  an 
answer  I  have  just  given,  respecting 
my  correspondence  with  Mr.  Taylor; 
there  were  two  or  three  questions  I 
thought  it  necessary  to  put  to  him: 
knowing  he  had  paid  some  monev  on 
the  Duke  of  York's  account  for  Mrs. 
Clarke,  I  put  three  questions  to  him, 
which   he  answered  satisf'ictorijy :   if 
that  is  to  be  called  a  correspondence, 
I  have  had  correspondence  with  him. 
Q.  Do  you  know  of  any  lar^e  sum 
of  money  being  paid   by  His    Royal 
Highness  the  Duke  of  York   to  Mrs. 
Clarke,  during  her  residence  in  Glou- 
cester-place ? 

A.  No  large  sums  ever  went  through 
my  hands  to  Mrs.  Clarke,  nor  any  sum 
whatever. 

Q.  You  admit  that  you  have  had 
somecorrespondence  with  Mr.  Taylor^ 
when  did  that  correspondence  take 
place  ?     A.  A  few  years  ago., 

Q.  You  do  not  recollect  at  any 
other  time  having  had  any  correspon- 
dence with  Mr.  Taylor  ? 
A.  No,  certainly  not. 
Q.  Did  you  send  an  answer  to  Mrs, 
Clarke  by  Mr.  Taylor,  in  consequence 
of  the  letter  having  been  brought  bj 
him  ?     A.  Certainly. 

Q.  You  stated  that  you  recommend- 
ed Mr.  Elderton  to  Sir  Robert  Aber- 
crombie  for  Paymaster;  had  you  any 
knowledge  of  Mr.  Elderton  previous 
to  the  Duke  of  York's  mentioning  him 
to  you  ? 

A.  I  believe  he  had  applied  to  my 
office  for  a  clerkship,  but  I  am  not 
quite  clear  as  to  that  point;  1  made 
seyeral  inquiriet  in  consequence  of 
2v  J&J& 
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Hts    Royal  Highnesses  recommenda- 
tioiii 

'CBy  Sir  Arthur  Wellesley.) 

Q.  Were  the  inquiries  which  yon 
made  satisfactory  ? 

A.  They  were  satisfactory  in  the 
first  instance,  but  sometime  after- 
wards, on  further  inquiry,  I  was  by  no 
means  satisfied,  and  I  wrote  to  Sir  Ko- 
bert  Abercrombie  to  that  effect. 

Q.  What  inquiries  did  you  make 
that  caused  dissatisfaction  ? 

A.  I  made  some  inquides,  besides 
a  representation  I  had  from  Bristol, 
where  Mr.  Elderton  had  lived,  of  some 
improper  conduct  there. 

Q.  What  was  tlie  consequence  of 
these  discoveries  you  made  respecting 
Mr.  Elderton? 

A.  Representing  the  same  to  Sir  Ro- 
bert Abercrombie,  in  order  to  stop  the 
recommendation. 

Q.  What  was  the  effect  of  that 
communication  ? 

A.  It  was  delayed  for  a  time  ;  af- 
terwards, to  the  best  of  my  recoliec 
lion,  Mr.  Elderton  wrote  himself,  or 
got  some  friend  to  apply  to  Sir  Robert 
Abercrombie,  and   Sir'  Robert  Aber- 


crombie afterwards  recommended  him 
to   the  Secretary  at  Wyr. 

Q.  Do  you  know  what  those  recom- 
mendations were,  or  from  whom  they 
came  ? 

A.    I  really  do  not. 

Q.  Were  the  objections  removed 
solely  by  the  recommendation  of  Sir 
Robert  Abercrombie. > 

A*  .  I  believe  entirely. 

Q-  After  those  objections  had  been 
made,  did  any  conversation  take  place 
between  His  Royal  Highness  the 
Duke  of  York  and  yourself  upon  the 
subject?     A.  Certainly  none. 

Q.  How  do  you  know  that  any  sub- 
sequent recommendation  was  made  to 
Sir  Robert  Abercrombie? 

A.  I  think  I  have  letters  from  Sir 
Robert  Abercrombie  to  prove  that. 

The  uitiiess  ivas  directed  to  vjitlh 
draiv.'] 

(Colonel  Gordon  zca.^  called  in, 
and  examined  by  Lord  Folkstone.) 

Q.  Have  you  brought  with  you  the 
d(^cuments  respecting  the  proposed  ex- 
change between  Colonel  Knight  and 
Colonel  Pleydell? 

A.  Yes,  I  have  them  In  my  hand. 


[Colonel  Gordon  delivered  in  several  papers,  which  were  read: 
-"-Letter  from  Messrs.  Collier.— Answer  to  the  above.— Letter  from 
Colonel  Knight,  dated  June  iQth  ISOo —Letter  from  Colonel  Gor- 
don to  Colonel  Knight.] 

"  C.  L." 

'^  The  Com.  in  Chief  caruwt  accede  to  the  request  of 
these  Opcers.  D.  Col.  Plei/dell  muU  remcdn  in  the 
Regiment  to  which  he  has  been  posted." 


"  Be/used:' 


I  "  ¥^^^T  ^^^'y^^  ^^^'e  the  honour  of  transmittinj?  Colonel  Gor- 
don the  Memorials  of  Majors   Knight  and  Pleydell  to  exchan 

"  Park-place,  St.  James's, 
27th  Maj',  I8O5." 


§e. 


(Copy.) 

^'  Gentlemen, 
"  Having 
27  th   instant 


"  Horse-Guards, 
28th  May  \S0o. 


g  laid  before  the  Commander  in  Chief  your  note  of  the 
ni,  I  am  duected  to  acquaint  you  in  reply,  that  His 

Royal 
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Roj^al  Hii^hness  cannot  accede  to  the  exchange  therein  proposed, 
bttweeti  Siajor  Knigtit  of  the  5  Drag"  Guards  and  B'  Lt  Colonel 
PJeydell  of  the  5<jth  Reg'  of  Foot;  and  Lieu'  Colonel  Pieydell  must 
remain  .with  the  corps  to  which  he  has  been  posted. 

J.  am  Sir, 

(Signed)  J.  W.  Gokdon," 
*^  The  Tnclosures  in  your  Letter 

are  herewith  returned/* 
"  Mess'^^-  Collyer." 

^'  77.  It'  JL  has  no  objection  to  his  remiing  a  difference,  and  when 
an  eligible  successor  can  be  recommended ,  IL  li.  H,  zdll  take  it  inta 
consider  atiOJh"  \ 

•  "  N°  35,  IMaddox  S'  Hanover-sq'« 
xf  Sir,  June  ly,  i8()o. 

"His  Royal  Highness  the  Commander  in  Chief  not  having  ac- 
ceded to  my  exchanging  with  L'  Col.  Pieydell,  1  fear  my  mo- 
tives for  wishing  to  return  to  the  Infantry  may  have  been  misre- 
presented to  His  Royal  Highness. 

*'  I  therefore  take  the  liberty  of  stating  them  to  you  and  request 
the  favour  of  you  to  submit  them  to  the  consideration  of  His 
Koyal  Highness. 

"  1  am  desirous  of  returning  to  the  Infantry,  with  a  view  to  re- 
ceive back  the  difference,  to  enable  me  to  arrange  some  pecuniary 
eoncerns  which  press  upon  me  at  this  moment;  and  in  case  His 
Royal  Highness  shp^  be  graciously  pleased  to  acquiesce,  I  intend 
to  solicit  the  further  indulgence  of  a  temporary  retirement  upon 
half-pay,  for  the  recovery  of  my  health,  which  is  much  hiipaired  by 
a  service  of  ^20  years  in  the  West  Indies,  in  Holland,  in  Egypt, 
and  elsewhere;  and  as  I  do  not  mean  to  solicit  H.  R.  H'*  permis- 
sion to  receive  the  difference  between  full  and  half-pay,  I  flatter 
myself  H.  R.  H-  when  my  health  is  re-established,  will  consider 
my  past  services,  and  allow  me  to  return  to  a  service,  which  I  ner 
ver  can  quit  for  a  moment  without  the  deepest  regret. 

"  And  in  case  H.  R.  H.  sho'^  have  no  person  in  view  to  succeed 
me  in  the  5'^  Dragoon  Guards,  I  humbly  beg  leave  to  submit  the 
name  of  Brevet  D  Colonel  Brook  of  the  56ih  Reg^  (an  old  Ca- 
vahy  Oijacer)  who  has  written  to  me  on  the  subject, 

"  I  have  the  honour  to  subscribe  myself, 
Sir, 
Your  ob^  humble  serv* 

H.R.  Knight." 

*'  To  Col.  Gordon,  "  Major  a^'^  Dragoon  G* 

&c.  &C.&C.'*  &  B' L*  Colonel." 

**  Sir,  ''  Horse-Guards, 2lst  June  1805." 

"  Having  laid  before  the  Commander  in  Chief  your  Letter  of  the 

19th  instant,  I  am  directed  to  acquaint  you,  that  His  Royal  High- 

oess  has  no  objection  to  your  exchanging  to  the  Infantry,  receiving 

21  U  2  th<^ 
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the  difference;  aud  when  an  eligible  successor  can  be  recommend- 
ed, your  request  will  be  taken  into  consideration. 

1  have,  &c. 

(Signed)       J.  W.  Gordon.^ 

*'B^  Lieut  Col.  Knight, 
5  D.  G'% 

35,  Miiddox-street, 
jianover-square.'* 


Q.  Are  you  acquainted  with  Major 
Turner  ? 

i\.  I  was  acquainted  with  him. 
Q.  What  was  the  period  of  your 
acquaintance  with  him? 

A.  I  think  it  was  in  the  year  1803, 
Q.  When  was  the  last  time  tiiat  you 
saw  him  previous|to  his  tendering  his 
jtsi. nation  ? 

•  A.  I  cannot  recollect  the  precise 
day,  but  it  was  a  very  short  time  be- 
fore he  gave  it  in,  he  called  upon  me, 
and  stated  his  inleiUion  of  so  doing. 

Q.  Did  he  solicit  ^ny  other  situa- 
tion ? 

A.   No,  I  cannot  recollect  that  he 
^id. 

Q.  Did  he  request  to  be  put  upon 

the  Start' of  the  army  serving  in  Spain  ? 

A.    I  do  not  recollect  that  he  did  ; 

it  is  very  possible  that  he  might,  but  1 

fio  not  recollect  that  he  did. 

Q.  Did  he  state  to  you  the  reason 
for  which  he  intended  to  resign? 
.  A.  Yes,  he  certainly  did. 
Q.  What  were  those  reasons  ? 
A.  Major  Turner  called  upon  me, 
and  loid  me  it  was  his  intention  to  give 
in  his  resignation,  and  retire  from  the 
army  ;    1   expressed  some  surprise  at 
thi-,  having  had  some  previous   ac- 
<]uai;itance  vvith  him,  and  told  him,  I 
thiuk,  that  he   had  better  consider  of 
it  before  he  took  so  decided  a  step.     I 
think  Major  Turner  told  ine,  he   had 
got  into  some  iinforttinate  scrape  with 
a  wouian,  and  it  was.  necessary  for  him 
to  quit  the  service  ;  the  exact  words  I 
do  not  recollect,  but  that  was  the  tenor 
of  thecoaversation  that  paired  between 
LIS.  Tijere  was  very  little  more  or  less. 
Q.  Did   he  state  the  nature  of  the 
scrape? 

A.  No,  he  certainly  did  not;  but  I 
Jiave  some  recoli-j'.tion,  that  he  was 
:about  to  do  it,  and  that  I  stopped  him, 
%  •  ^        ■ 


as  my  custom  is,  not  wishing  to  enter 
into  tiie  private  affairs  of  ofiicers  more 
than,.is  necessary. 

Q.  Did  he  state  the  name  of  the 
lady? 

A.  I  am  pretty  confident  he  did  not. 

Q.  V^  hen  the  application  was  made 
for  the  exchange  between  Colonel 
Knight  snd  Colonel  Pleydell,  were 
the  usual  enquiries  made,  and  were 
they  acted  upon  } 

A.  This  is  rather  an  embarrassing 
question.  I  sliould  answer  it  in  this 
way  ;  that  the  Commander  in  Chief 
did  not  think  Colonel  Pleydell  a  pro- 
per officer  to  be  placed  at  the  head  of 
a  regiment  of  Cavalry. 

(Bz/  tlte  Attorney  General.) 

Q.  Is  it  your  belief,  that,  upon  a 
complaint  made  fron>  any  quarter 
against  any  officer  who  was  soliciting 
either  for  exchange  or  resignation, 
that  complaint  being,  that  the  officer 
had  behaved  dishonourably  by  a  lady, 
that  would  lead  to  an  inquiry  on  the 
part  of  the  Commander  in  Cliief  ? 

A.  That  would  depend  very  much 
upon  the  mode  in  which  the  complain! 
was  made  ;  the  complaint  in  question 
stated,  that  the  General  knew  all 
about  it;  inquiry  was  therefore  made 
of  the  General^  before  any  decision 
was  given  upon  it. 

Q.  Did  it  ever  come  within  your 
knowledge  that  any  resignation  had 
been  stopped,  or  an)  proceeding  taken; 
at  the  Commander  in  Chiefsoffitf,  ir 
consequence  of  an  anonymous  letter: 

A.  1  cannot  exactly  say  that  a  resig- 
nation had  hiien  stopped  ;    but  this  ^ , 
can  say,  that  all  anonyjnuus  letters  art ' 
invariably  attended   to. 

Q.  Is  it  not  the  iivariahle  practice 
of  the  Coi;,mander  in  Chief  to  io\ 
ward  all  anonymous  letters,  conveyinj 
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complaints  or  any  clixii instances  '\t- 
tached  to  the  army,  to  tiie  geiierals 
commanding  {he  districts  or  the  offi 
cers  commanding  regiments,  concern- 
ing which  complaj'ntsinay  be  convey- 
ed in  those  anonvmous  letters? 


A.  I  have  already  said  that  anony- 
mous lett-^rs  are  always  attended  to, 
and  are  sent  for  inquiry  in  th<Mr  proper 
course;   they  hjpp'  n  almost  daily. 

\_The  ivitntss  v:as  directed  to  with- 
draw.'] 


Lord  Folkstone  stated  to  the  House,  tliat  lie  liad  procured  the 
attendance  of  DufF  rhe  Solicitor,  and  of  the  Bankrupt  whcse  name 
Avas  Kennett,  the  particiildrs  of  which  business  he  bad  laid  before  them 
in  thr.  earlv  pait  of  tlie  evening.  Shortly  af^er  that,  he  was  informed 
that  DutF  was  in  waiting  in  the  lobi^y.  He  had  <;poken  ro  him,  and 
understanding  he  u'as  willing  to  submit  the  papers  to  his  inspec- 
tion, he  had  taken  upon  himself  to  tell  him  he  need  not  wait,  as  lie 
promised  to  bring  him  the  whole  of  the  pa:)ers  in  the  morning.  From 
what  he  had  seen  of  them,  he  conceived  they  were  worthy  ilieir  atten- 
tion, and  he  would  state  tlicir  contents  whenever  they  next  met  on 
the  subject. 


(General  Eochfortuy/5  then  coll- 
ed in,  and  examined  by  Mr.  Perce- 
val.) 

Q.  Do  yon  recollect  a  person  of  the 
name  of  Samuel  Carter  that  lived  with 
Captain  Sutton?     A.    I  do, 

Q.  Do  you  happen  to  know  whe- 
ther Samuel  Carter  was  reputed  to  be 
the  natural  son  of  Captain  Sutton? 

A.  I  always  understood  that  he  was. 

Q,    Did  he  live  with  him  as  such  ? 

A.  He  lived  with  him  as  such  as  it 
appeared  to  me. 

Q.  You  knew  Captain  Sutton  ? 

A.   Very  well. 

Q.  He  brought  him  up  as  his  son'? 


Q.  Did  he  give  him  a  good  educa- 
tion ? 

A.  I  believe  the  best  education 
he  could  ;  he  was  very  capable  of  edu- 
cating him  himself,  and  I  believe  he 
took  a  great  deal  of  pains  with  the  boy. 

(By  Mr.  Beresford.) 

Q.  Was  he  in  the  habit  of  dining 
at  Captain  Sutton's  table? 

A.  I  cannot  tell.;  I  never  dined  with 
Captain  Sutton  at  his  house. 

Q.    When  did  Captain  Sutton  die-? 

A,  I  c.innot  exactly  say  ;  two  or 
three  years  agj  I  believe. 

[The  ivitness  beinu;  ordered  to  zvith- 
draiv,  the  CJudrmun  was  alrectud  to  re- 


A.  Yes,  he  did,  to  the  best  of  my    port  progress;  and  ask  leave  to  sit 
knowledge.  again.} 


[TAe  House  adjourned  about  txvo  o\lock.'J 
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THURSDAY,  FEBRUAUY    l6,    ISU^. 


The    House  having   resolved  itself  into  a  Committee,    Lord 
Foi.K STONE  rose  and  said,  before  he  pro(Uiced   the  papers  which 
he  had   procured,  relative  to  the  fresh   charge    a2;ainst  his   Royal 
Highness,  he  thought  it  would    be   but  right  to  state  the  purport  of 
them  to  the  House,  that  they  might  be  the  better  understood  whety 
they  should  come   to    be   read.     In    the  year   lb04   a  ne":ociatida 
was   set    on  foot,  for   the    purpose  oF    raising  seventy  or  eighty 
thousand   pounds  for  the  use   of  his  Koyal  High  less,  bv  the  way 
of  annuity.     Jn  this  business  a  man  of  the  name  ot    Kennett  was 
employed   as  agent,  and  at  the  time  lie  v*as  so  emplo^'ed,   he  had 
heen    twice    a  bankrupt.     This    matter   went  on     for  some  ti»ne, 
and  during  this   periotl  there  w-as   also  a   concurrent  negociatioii 
going  I'orvvard   f(n-  the  purpose  of  procuring   some   place  for  this 
Mr.  Kennett,  in  the  course  of  which  the  Duke  of  York  apphed  for 
H'arious  situations  for  him,  and  gieat  influence  was  exerted  in  his 
favour.     It  would  nppear  by  a  letter  from  Kennett,  that  the  raising 
the  money  for  his  Royal  Highness  depended  on  the  procurement 
of  a  situation  for  him  (Kennett),  and  there  was  the  answer  to  that 
lett^T,  written  by  Colonel  Taylor,  at  that  time  his  private  secretar\*> 
aoknowledging  the  receipt  of  that  letter,  without  any  anger  what- 
ever expressed  at  the  mention  of  such  a  proposition.     Of  course  it 
would  be  for  the  House  to  draw^  the  only  natural  conclusion,  that 
the  procuring  the  money,  on  the  one  hand,  depended  on  the  ob-r 
taining  the  situntion  on  the  other.  His  Lordship  considered  it  as  his 
dutv  to  make  this  statement,   without  addinjj;  anv  comment  what- 
soever  on   the  facts;  and  he  should  {)roceed   to  call  witnesses  to 
prove  the  hand-writing  in  the  several  papers  to  be  produced  in  evi- 
dence. 

Mu.  Perceval  said,  he  should  certainly  not  oppose  the  going 
into  the  proposed  inquiry,  although  it  did  not  strictly  fall  under  the 
Express  object  of  inquiry  for  which  the  Committee  was  appointed, 
as  it  neitlicr  applied  to  the  conduct  of  his  Royal  Higliness  as  Com- 
mander in  Chief,  nor  to  Wv^:  Clarke.  But  he  knew^  it  to  be  per- 
fectly congeni;d  to  the  feelings  of  his  Royal  Highness  that  that 
House  sliould  inquire  into  every  thing  that  could  be  alleged  against 
him  in  any  capacity,  and  therefore  lie  sliould  not  oppose  their  pro- 
ceedings. 

Lonn  ToLKSTONE  observed,  that  with  respect  to  the  objection 
as  to  Mrs.  Clarke,'  it  was  a  mere  nugatory  one,  as  her  name  did  not 
appear  in  their  instructions  ;  but  he  was  aware  that  the  present 
charge  did  not  fipply  in  any  shape  to  the  abuses  in  the  army  ;  and 
he  th.ought  it  but  right,  as  he  had  stated  last  night,  that,  as  abuses 
did  appear  to  exist,  they  should  move  in  the  House  to  enlarge  the 
powers  of  the  Cotnuiiltec,  to  enable  them  strictly  to  go  into  the 

inquiry 


343 


inquiry.  (Upon  a  cry,  however,  of  Go  oti !  Co  on!  fioia  all  parts 
of  the  House,  his  Lordship  proceeded  to  call  witnesses  to  prove  the 
different  papers.) 


(Mr.  Archibald  Dvft,  the Jirst  tvlt- 
7i€ss  called  in,  nas  examined,  us 
foUniis,  by  Lord  Foljcstoxe.) 

Q.  What  are_you  ?  , 

A.  A  solicitor, 

Q.  Do  you  know  any  thing  ofRo- 
bert  Kennett  ? 

A.  I  am  a  Solicitor  to  the  Com- 
mission of  Bankruptcy  against  him. 

Q.  At  what  lime  did  thai  bank- 
ruptcy lake  place  ? 

A.  Sometime  in  the  year  1803. 

Q.  In  consequence  of  beinn^  Soli- 
citor to  that  Commission  of  Bank- 
Tuptcy,  have  certain  papers  re^ative 
to  this  inquiry  come  into  your  posses- 
sion? 

A.  In  consequence  of  the  bank- 
rupt's papers  having  being  seized  by 
the  Messenger  under  the  Commis- 
sion, I  have  become  possessed  of 
certain  letters,  which  I  ave  now  in 
my  pocket. 

Produce  those  papers. 

[The  ivitness  handed  a  parcel  to  the 
ttlerk.l 

Q.  When  divi  those  papers  come 
into  your  possession. 

A.  I  cannot  ascertain  the  time, 
sometime  I  think  about  the  latter 
end  of  1 805,  or  sometime  in  ]  806. 

Q.  Have  they  been  in  your  pos- 
session ever  since  ? 

A.  They  have. 

Q.  Are  those  all  the  papers  In 
your  possession  relative  to  this  busi- 
ness ? 

A.  They  are  all  the  papers  which 
I  have  been  able  to  find  among  the 
bankrupt's  papers,  in  which,  in  any 
manuer,  the  name  of  his  Royal 
Highness  the  Duke  of  York  is  men- 
tioned. 

Q.  Did  you  at  any  time  stale,  that 
you  beheved  there  was  a  paper  in 
^our  possession  vvliich  you  could  not 
T«adily  put  your  hand  upon  ? 


A.  I  stated  last  night  to  Lord  Folk- 
stone,  while  I  was  in  attendance  at 
this  house,  that  I  believed  there  was 
a  paper  ^^hich  I  could  not  readily 
put  my  hand  upon  ;  but  to-day  £ 
communicaied  to  Lord  Folk^ione 
that  I  had  every  reason  to  believe 
that  that  paper  was  not  in  my  pos- 
session, and  that  the  rccoilection  of 
that  paper  must  have  arisen  from 
one  of  the  bankrupt's  letters,  which  is 
now  in  the  clerk's  hand. 

Q.  Do  you  mean  by  not  being  Iti 
your  possession,  that  that  paper  did 
not  exist,  that  there  was  no  such  pa- 
per ? 

*A.  I  stafed  to  Lord  Folksfonelhen,^ 
as  1  now  do,  that  I  believed  there 
was  no  such  paper. 

Q.  Are  you  acquainted  with  the 
hand-writing  of  Kennett  ? 

A.  Perlectly  well.  • 

Q.  Look  at  those  papers,  and  see 
whether  any  of  them  are  liie  hand- 
writing of  the  bankrupt  Kennett? 

A.  Mo.  2.  is  his.  hnnd-writing. 

Q.  Look  a(  N<..  12.;  is  that  the 
hand-writing  of  Kennett.^ 

A.  N '.  12.  contains  two  papers; 
one  is  Kennetl's  hand-writing,  and 
the  other  is  not. 

Q.  What  are  those  papers  ?        '' 

A.  They  appear  to  be  respedingj 
appointments  q(  Surinam,  which  have 
resulted  ironi  the  surrender  of  that 
colon  V. 

Q.  Is  thai  the  paper  which  isKeris- 
nell's  hand- writing?     A.  Yes. 

Q.  Do  you  know  whose  han4* 
wiiting  the  other  is  r 

A.  I  do  not. 

Q.  Is  No.  14-.  in  the  hand-writing 
ofKennett  ?     A.  It  is. 

Q.  Is  No.  17,  in  the  hand- writing 
ofKennett } 

A.  No,  17.  contains  two  papers; 
one  is  not  in  the  hand-writing  of 
Kennett,  the  other  is. 

Q.  What  is  the  paper  which  is  m 
i\^<i  hand- writing  of  Kennett  ? 

A.  That 
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A.  That  which  H  In  (he  hand- 
writing of  K-^nnel  appears  lo  he  an 
application  irom  him  'u  Mr.  Crreen- 
wood,  for  I^.lr.  Adam's  addres*;  in 
Scotland. 

Q.  Do  vou  know  whose  hand- 
writino^  ihe  other  paper  is  ?     A.  No. 

A.  Is  No.  18.  th.e  hand- writing  o^' 
Kenntrtt  ?     A.  Yes,  it  hs. 

(Bv  Mr.  Vansittart.) 

Q.  You  'lave  stated,  that  there  was 
a  paper  which  yow  have  not  in  your 
possession,  and  which  yon  believed 
p')t  u^  exi>L ;  lo  your  knowledge,  was 
such  a  paper  ever  in  existence  r 

A.  I  was  led  to  be'Ieve  that  such 
a  paper  had  exi^ied^  Irotij  a  distant 
recollection  of  havnig  read  ll-e  paper 
jioinetinie  ago ;  but  upon  referring 
lo  the  papers  a^^ain  to-dny,  and  \hQ 
place  in  Vvfhicii  I  lound  i^iefn,  namely, 
the  bankrupt's  desk,  I  am  sali-hed 
that  no  such  paper  ever  was  in  my 
possession,  and  thai  the  only  circi.rn- 
stance  which  couic!  have  led  me  lo 
that  belief  w^as  the  bankrupt's  ieiter, 
!No.  18.  and  so  I  stated  to  Lord 
Folk  stone  to-d  ly. 

Q..  Isihe  CofTimiitee  to  understand 
that  )oa  believe  that  paper  never  lo 
have  been  i  i  existence  ? 

A.  I  believe  it  never  did  exist, 

(By  Mk .  Lo c K H  A  K T.) 

Q.  What  busmess  was  Kennelt? 

A.  K,  i.i>':*ii  was  loraierly  an  up- 
hoNierci  n.  Bond-s'reel  ;  he  was  at 
the  time  when  the  com.nissjon  issued 
against  him,  living  in  LincolnVInn 
fields,  and  carried  on,  oi  pretended 
t«  carry  oii,  business  of  tooih-ache 
cnrer, curing  ilie  tooih-ache  by  smell- 
itsi^  a  bottle. 

Q.  Did  p.e  ever  obtain  his  certi- 
ficdiC  under  ihat  commi.>siou  ? 

A.  Certain ly  not. 

Q,  Did  ne  pass  his  Ust  excimmalion 
under  that  com  mission  ? 

A.  He  dud,  after  a  vast  nu  nberof 
examinaiions,  aid  nun>erous  tie)   vs. 

Q.  Do  you  know  what  is  beL.-rae 
of  Ken^tt  now  r 

A.  I  knovv  not  j  I  saw  him  tibout  a 
month  agOi 


(By  Lord  Folkstone.) 

Q.  Do  you  know  any  ihinj:^  par- 
ticular that  has  occurred  to  Kenr.ett 
since  the  commission  of  bnnkruplcv  } 

A.  I  knov^'  what  }>is  lordship  a'- 
ludes  to,  but  I  wish  the  question  wa* 
more  particular,  and  not  so  general. 

Q.  Did  he  ever  stand  in  tl-iC  pil- 
lory ? 

A.  He  was  prosecuted  by  order  of 
the  Lord  Ciianceilor,  at  the  ins^.ance 
of  his  Majesty''s  Attorney  General, 
for  a  conspiracy  to  defeat  that  com- 
missitm,  and  cheat  his  creditors  ;  un- 
der liiat  prosecution  he  was  found 
guihy,  and  wa«  put  into  the  pillory. 

Q.  ilad  he  been  a  bankrupt  before 
tile  bankruptcy  to  which  commission 
you  were  solicitor  ? 

A.  He  was. 

Q.  State  the  dales  of  both  bank- 
ruptcies? 

A.  I  cannot  with  precision. 

Q.  Can  you  state  the  date  of  ihe 
second  bankruptcy  with  precision? 

A.  To  the  best  of  my  recollection, 
the23dof  Apnl,  1803. 

Q.  Can  )ou  state  in  what  year  the 
first  bankruptcy  took  place  ?     ' 

A.  I  think  (but  I  cannot  charge 
my  memory  with  precision)  in  the 
month  of  January,  1801. 

{The  Witness  was  directed  to  uith" 
draiv.1 

Lientcnant  Colonel  Tayior  was  next 
called,  but  it  appeared  tlmt  he  was  not  in 
attendance. 

Mr.  PiRCEVAL  stated,  that  upon  the 
first  intimation  this  morning,  tliat  Col. 
Taylor's)  rittendance  woulu  be  required,  lie 
had  sent  oiF  an  express  t.i  Windsor  to  bring 
liiui  t.)  town,  and  he  believed  there  had  not 
been  lime  tor  Ins  arrival;  but  lie  had  no 
doubt  he  woald  be  in  attendance  by  seven 
or  tjiht  o'cloclc.    • 

Lord  FoLK.sroxE  stal  d,  he  wanted  to 
prove  his  hand-wrilintij  wliich,  probably, 
some  gentleman  at  tlie  other  side  ot"  th* 
House  could  do  as  well. 

{His  brother,  Mr.  Edward  Taylor, 
a  Member  of  the  House,  ojfered  him- 
self jjr  ^hat  purpose.  He  ivas  ac- 
€ordina:iy  exami/isd  as  follows :) 
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Q.  Wfll  you  look  at  No.  3.  and 
state  whether  that  is  Colonel  Taylor's 
writin^j. 

A.  Yes,  it  I.<. 

Q.  U  No.  6.  Colonel  Taylor's 
hand-writing  ? 

A.  Yes,  it  is. 

Q,  No.  S. .?    A.  Yes,  it  is. 

Q.  No.  9.  ?     A.  Yes,  it  is. 

Q.  No.  10.  f     A.  Yes,  it  is. 

Q.  No.  13  ? 

A.  Thai  is  not  his  hand-writing. 

Q.  Does  it  purport  to  be  ? 

A.  It  i^  written  in  his  name,  but  it 
Is  noi  his  hand-writing. 

Q.  No.  20  .? 

A.  The  note  is ;  there  is  an  inclo- 
sure  with  it,  which  is  not. 

j(Mr.  Archibald  Duff  zuas  again 
called  in,  and  the  following  ques- 
tions ivere  pyt  to  him  :J 

^.  Whose  hand-writing  is  No,  13.? 
A.  I  do  not  know. 
Q.   It  is  not  the  hand-writing  of 
Kennel t  ? 
A.  It  is  not. 

\_The  mtness  was  directed  to  with-? 
^raic.l 

(Mr.  William  Adam,  attending  in 
his  place,  ii'as  then  examined  as 
follows :) 


Q.  Look  at  No.  4.  is  that  your 
hand-writing? 

A.  Yes. 

Q.  No.  5.  ? 

A.  It  is  not  my  hand-writing,  but 
it  was  written  at  my  dictation. 

Q.  No.  19.  ? 

A.  This  is  my  hand-writing. 

{The  Right  Hon.  Charles  Long,  at- 
tending in  his  place,  was  examined, 
as  follows :) 

Q.  Have  you  ever  seen  Mr.  Adams, 
once  private  secretary  to  Mr.  Pitt, 
write  ? 

A.  I  have. 

Q.  Can  you  speak  to  Mr.  Adams's 
hand-writing  ? 

A.   I  can. 

Q.  Look  at  No.  11. 

A.  That  is  not  his  hand- writing,  it 
purports  to  be  a  copy. 

Q.  Is  No.  15,  your  hand-writing  ? 

A.  No.  16.  is  my  hand- writing; 
No.  1 6.  I  cannot  speak  to. 

(William  Huskisson,  Esq.  attend- 
ing ill  his  place,  was  examined  as 
follows :) 

Q.  Will  you  Took  at  No.  21.  ? 

A.  I  have  frequently  seen  Mr, 
Chapman  write,  and,  to  the  best  of 
my  belief,  this  is  his  hand  writing. 


[The  following  papers  were  then  read  :] 

No.  2. 

*^  The  principal  sum  of  70,0(X)/.  to  be  advanced  io  His  Royal 
High^  the  D.  of  York,  by  way  of  Annuity  (at  Ten  per  cent.)  either 
in  One  or  Two  parts,  as  shall  be  approved  by  H.  R.  H.  in  the  fol- 
Jowing  manner,  viz. 

"  The  said  sum  or  sums  to  be  charged  on  the  Oatlands  and  all 
the  adjoining  Estates,  Manors,  &c. 

"  The  Purchaser  to  nominate  any  Two  lives  (in  order  to  save  In- 
surance.) 

*'  H.  R.  H.  to  be  at  liberty  to  pay  o^the  principal  sum  or  suras 
any  time  after  three  years  (in  the  usual  way)  either  by  giving  six 
months  notice  or  paying  six  months  in  advance. 

"  The  Annuity  to  be  payable  quarterly,  either  by  an  assignment 
pf  th'e  Exchequer  Order,  or  an  underlaking  from  the  Trustees  of 
the  said  Order  to  pay  the  same." 


NO.  13. 
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No.  6. 

*'  Lieu*  Colonel  Taylor  presents  his  compliments  to  Mr.  Robert 
Kennett,  and  begs  to  acquaint  him,  that  His  Royal  Highness  the 
Duke  of  York  has  not  any  objection  to  writing  to  Mr.  Pitt  re- 
specting the  application  which  Sir  Horace  Mann  has  made  in  his 

favour." 

"  OMlands, 
Sunday,  22d  July,   1S04." 

No.  ,"5. 

^^  Lieu*  Colonel  Taylor  presents  his  compliments  to  Mr.  Kennett, 
'and  is  directed  by  his  Royal  Highness  the  Duke  of  York  to  request 
he  will  call  upon'Mr.  Adam,  in  Lincoln's-Inn  fields^  upon  \W>dnes- 
day  morning  next." 
«'  Oatlands  July  29ih,  1804." 

Addressed,  ^     ' 

*^  Robert  Kennett,  Esq. 

13,  Moore-place, 

Lambeth." 

No.  5. 

^'  Mr.  Adam's  comp^to  Mr.  Kennett,  and  means  to  see  him  oh 
Tuesday  evenmg,  before  which  he  cannot  be  in  town." 
"  Lincoln's  hin,  Thursday." 
Addressed, 
"  Mr.  Kennett." 

No.  4. 


<c 


Mr.  Adam  is  sorry  that  his  business  elsewhere  detained  him 
?rday.     He  will  be   glad  to  see  Mr.   Kennett  bore    to-day  at 


yeste 

eleven  o'clock.'^ 
*'  Liucoln's  bin,  Thursday  Ms, 
edAugt." 
Adfh"e>sed, 
"Mr.  Robert  Kennett, 

13,  Moore-place, 

Lambeth." 

(Henry  Swann,  Esq.  a  Member  of 
tfic  House,  attending  in  his  place, 
livas  then  exmnined.) 

Q.  Have  you  ever  seen  Sir  Horace 
Mann  write  f 

A.  I  have  seen  Sir  Horace  Mann 
write  very  olien. 

Q.  Will  3'ou  look  at  No.  7.  and 
state,  vvheiher  it  is  Sir  Horace 
Mannas  writing  ? 

A.  1  wiil  certainly  admit  that  it  very 
much  resembles  the  hand-writing  of 
the  honourable  Baronet ;  but  thougli 
'it  does  so  re^emble  it,  it  is  not  the 
usual  mode  of  that  honourable  Ba- 
ror.et's  signing  his  name,   for  it  is 


signed  '*  H.  Maun/'  and  I  very  fre* 
quenlly  correspond  witk  him  :  he 
signs  **  Hor.  Man.'* 

Q.  Do  you  believe  that  to  be  the 
hand  writing  of  Sir  HoraceMann  ? 

A.  It  has  something  of  the  charac- 
ter of  the  hand-writing  of  .Sir  Horace 
]Mann. 

Q.  DoyouorBOt  believe  that  to  be 
Sir  Horace  Mann's  hand-writing? 

A.  I  certainly  believe  it  Is. 

Q.  Will  you  look  at  No.  10".  is  that 
Sir  Horace  Mann's  hand-writing? 

A.  I  do  not  think  it  is^  I  believe  it 
is  not. 
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[The  following  papers  were  read  : — An  Extract  from  No.  7.  dated 
Margate,  July  22d,  1804,  addressed  to  Robert  Kennett,  Esq. 
and  signed  ending^'  H.  Mann." — JNo.  8.  Letter  from  Lieutenant 
Colonel  Taylor,  dated  Oatlands,  July  iGth,  1804.— No.  9.  A 
^ote  from  Lieutenant  Colonel  Taylor,  dated  Horse  Guards, 
Thursday  Morning. — No.  10.  Note  from  Lieutenant  Colonel 
Taylor,  August  7th,  1804.— No.  1 1 .  Copy  of  a  Letter  from  Mr. 
Adams,  dated  Friday,  3d  August,  1804.— No.  12.  beginning 
"  Surinam  :  The  following  appointments  have  resulted."] 

No.  7. 

''■— T  shall  rejoice  sincerely  at  your  success,  if  it  can  be  an  ob- 
ject with  you  to  obtain  a  situation  in  such  a  climate.  The 
channel  3'ou  mention  ma}'  be  more  efficacious  than  the  exertion 
^t  my  interest,  which  I  will  strenuously  renew  if  it  is  necessary, 
when  I  see  a  prospect  of  success. 

Yrs  faithfully, 

H.  Mann." 

*' Margate,  July  2i?d.'* 

Addvessed, 
*^  Robert  Kennett,  Esq, 

No  13,  Moore-place, 
Lambeth." 

No.  8. 

"  ^ir,  <f  Oatlands,  July  l6»\  1804." 

'^  I  beg  leave  to  acj^nowledge  the  receipt  of  your  letter  of  yes- 
terda}^,  which  I  lost  no  time  in  laying  before  the  Duke  of  York.  I 
am  in  consequence  directed  to  request  you  will  have  the  goodness 
to  call  upon  Mr.  Green woo^  in  Craig's  Court,  on  Wednesday 
next,  at  twelve  o'clock,  H,  R.  H.  having  desired  him  to  commu- 
nicate with  you  on  the  'subject  of  your  letter. 

I  have  the  honour  to  be, 
Sir, 
Your  most  obedient 

Humble  serv^ 

H.  Taylor." 

No,  9. 

''  Lieut.  Colonel  Taylor  presents  his  compliments  to  Mr.  Ken- 
nett, and  begs  to  acquaint  him,  that,  having  called  this  morning 
upon  Mr.  Pitt's  private  Secretary  for  the  answer  to  H.  R.  H.'s  ap- 
plication in  his  favor,  he  has  been  promised  that  it  will  be  sent  in 
the  course  of  the  day,  if  possible,  and  he  will  forward  it,  as  soon  as 
received  to  Mr.  Kennett. 
''  Horse  G^s, 
Thursday  Morning.'* 

Addressed, 
''  Robert  Kennett,  Esq. 
&c.  &c.  &c," 

2x2  No. 
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No.  JO. 

"  Lieut.  Colonel  Taylor  presents  his  compliments  to  Mr.  Keii-^ 
iiett,  and  is  directed  by  the  Duke  of  York  to  transmit  to  him  copy 
of  a  letter  from  Mr.  Pitt's  private  Secretary,  in  reply  to  the  appli- 
cation which  H.  R.  H.  made  in  Mr.  Kennett's  favor  for  the  Collec- 
torship  of  the  Customs  at  Surinam;  which  answer  H.  R.  H. 
regrets  is  not  conformable  to  his  wishes.  Colonel  Taylor  would 
have  sent  it  earlier,  lia»;  he  not  been  absent  from  Londort  when  it 
was  sent  to  the  Hcrse  Guards." 
"  August  7th>  1804.'' 

No.  11. 

'^  Downing-street,  Friday, 
^^  My  dear  Sir,  Sd  August,  !804." 

*'  I  have  not  failed  to  state  to  Mr.  Pitt  the  wishes  of  His  Royal 
Highness  the  Duke  of  York^  communicated  through  you,  that  he 
would  nominate  Mr.  Kennett  to  the  office  of  Collector  of  His 
Majesty's  Customs  at  Surinam  ;  and  I  am  directed  to  request  that 
you  will  submit  to  His  Royal  Highness,  that,  desirous  as  Mr.  Pitt 
must  at  all  times  be  to  attend  to  His  Royal  Highness's  commands, 
he  is  fearful  that,  from  prior  engagements,  he  is  so  circuniitanced, 
as  not  to  have  it  in  his  power  to  do  so  on  the  present  occasion. 

I  am,  &c. 

(Signed)        W.  D.  Adams.'* 
Addressed,  • 

''  Lt  Colonel  Taylor." 

No.  12, 

'^SURINAM. 

*"*  The  following  Appointments  have  resulted  from  the  Surrender 

of  this  Colony,  viz. 
"  Sir  C.  Green,  to  be  Gov"^  and  Com"^  in  Chief. 
Capf^  Drummond,  £^  Bat.  60  Reg*  Brig«  Major. 
Capt"  Campbell,  66  Reg*  Com.  of  Fort  Zelandria. 
Capt°  Maxwell,  R.  N.  Harbour-Master. 
G.  Chalmers^  Esq.  Collector  of  the  Customs. 
Laur.  Donovan,  Esq.  Comptroller  of  ditto. 
J.  Bent,  Esq.  Army  Agent  and  Conf  for  Prisoners* 

Pringle,  Esq.  Colonial  Secretary. 

R.  Ross,  Esq.  Private  Secretary. 
D.  Monro,  Esq.  President  Commissary. 
'  R.  A.  Hyndman,  Esq.  Resident  Paymaster. 

Lieut*  Rowan,  64  Reg*  Aid-de-Camp. 
Lieut.  Lnthurn,  £«*  Battalion  60  Reg*  Mil^  Sec>' ,  Vendue 
Master  at  a  per  Centage,  on  the  ^ame  footing  as  at  De- 
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(The  Ris^t  Honourable  Charles  Lokg,  attending  in  his  place, 

uas  examined.) 

Q^  Do  you  recollect  ever  writing  a  letter  of  which  No.  15-  purports  to  be  a 

copy  ? 

A.  I  have  no  recollection  of  it ;  it  is  very  likely  I  might  have  written  such 
a  letter ;  it  does  not  appear  to  be  a  very  accurate  copy  ;  it  is  dated  *'  Bromley 
Park  j"  I  never  dated  Bromley  Park,  but  Bromley  Hill. 

[The    following  paper  was   read:    No.    15.  Letter    from    Mr. 

iSo.  Id. 

"Bromley  Hill,  Kent, 
''  Sir,  Aug^  30th. 

"  I  am  sure  Mr.  Pitt  would'  have  been  ver^-  happy  to  have  at- 
tended to  y""  request  respecting  Mr.  Kennett,  but  1  know  upon  the 
application  of  the  Duke  of  York,  he  was  informed  that  the  office 
of  Collector  had  been  appointed  to. — As  to  the  other  office,  having 
received  a  letter  written  by  the  desire  of  H.  R.  H.  the  Duke,  I 
made  inquiry  respecting  it,  and  I  do  not  find  that  there  is  any  such 
office  as  Assistant  Commissary  and  Agent  for  Prisoners,  (or  Com- 
missary Gen'  as  it  was  called  in  the  Duke's  letter)  to  be  appointed 
from  hence;  the  Commissary  Gen'  in  the  W.  Indies,  Mr.  Glass- 
ford,  recommends  such  Deputies  as  he  finds  necessary  for  conduct- 
ingthe  business  of  his  Department,  and  they  are  usually  appointed 
by  the  Treasury  in  consequence.  The  office  of  Agent  for  Prisoners 
I  conceive  to  be  under  the  direction  and  appointment  of  the  Tran- 
sport Board. 

Believe  me,  Sir, 

most  faithfully  ys 

C.  Long." 

(To  Mr.  Long.)  Q.  Can  you  state  to  whom  the  letter  just  read  vras 
written  ? 

A.  It  appears  to  be  in  answer  to  Sir  Horace  Mann's,  but  I  cannot  slate 
whether  it  was  so  or  not. 

[The  following  papers  were  read:  No.  17.  beginning  "  R.  Kennett 
will  be  obliged  to  Mr.  Greenwood,  8cc." — No.  ly.  Letter  from 
Mr.  Adam. — No.  20.  The  Letter  beginning  ^'  Lieutenant  Colonel 
Taylor  encloses  for  Mr.  Kennett's  perusal,"  dated  22d  Novem- 
ber 1804.— No.  21.  Letter  from  Mr.  Chapman  to  Lieutenant 
Colonel  Taylor. 

No.  17. 

•^  R.  Kennett  will  be  obliged  to  Mr.  Greenwood,  for  Mr.  Adam's 
address  in  Scotland,  and  it  he  can  inform  him  about  what  time  he 
ifvill  return. 

*'  Saty  Mora^-" 

Address, 
«  Wa  Adam,  Esq. 

Blair  Adam, 
N.  Britain. 

'     No. 


a 


No.  19. 

"  Blair  Adam, 
?ir,  4th  Oct^  1804,  Scotland 

*^  1  wrote  to  Mr.  Greenwood,  who  would  probably  signify  that 
1  had  received  yonrs,  and  would  go  forward  with  the  business  as 
soon  as  I  returned  to  town  ;  I  now  (in  case  of  your  not  beino-  at  a 
certainty)  write  to  yourself,  to  say,  that  I  shall  desire  to  see  you  as 
soon  as  I  return  to  town,  which  will  be  the  middle,  or  soon  after . 
the  middle  of  this  month. 

I  am,  Sir, 

^  our  obed'  humble  servant, 

William  Adam.'* 

Addressed, 
"  Mr.  Kennett, 

U,  Moore  Pbre, 
Lambeth.'* 

No.  dO. 

"  Lieut.  Colonel  Taylor  encloses,  for  Mr,  Kennett's  perusal,  a 
letter  from  Mr.  Chapman,  an(4  is  very  sorry  to  find  from  it  that 
the  situation  of  Vendue  Master  is  disposed  of.  Mr.  Chapman  haii 
been  out  of  town,  which  accounts  for  the  delay,  in  regard  to  the 
receipt  of  the  information  now  u;iven. 

"  Should  Mr.  K.  wish  to  see  Col.  T.  he  will  be  here  to-morrow 
between  three  and  live  o'clock." 
**  ilorse  Guards, 

22dNov'  1804." 


'^  (Private.)  No.  21. 

^^  Downing-street, 
"  DearTaylor,^  .  £2  Nov.  1801. 

''  Lord  Camden  desires  me  to  request  you  will  express  to  the 
Duke  of  York  his  great  regret,  that  the  office  of  Vendue  Master 
of  Surinam  was  disposed  of  before  you  communicated  His  Royal 
Ilighness's  wish  in  favour  of  Mr.  Kennett. 

Believe  me, 

very  sincerely  yours, 

J  AS.  Chai»m.\n." 

**.  I  should  have  ^iveii  vou 
an  eiudier  ans^\er,  but  have 
been  out  of  town." 

Addressed, 
''  V  Col.  Taylor," 

in  an  envelope  to 
*'  Mr.  KenneU,  tyc.  <^t." 


(Lieutenant  ColonelT aylok  tvas  call- 
ed in,  and  examined  bij  the  Commit- 
tee asjolioiis ;) 

Q.  Look  at  thai  letter  (No.  S.)  is 
that  your  hand-wriiing  ? 

A.  Yes,  it  is. 

Q.  Peruse  the  letter  and  slate  to 
whom  it  was  addressed  ? 


A.  1  believe  to  Mr.  Kennett,  from 
u'hat  I  have  heard  of  this  business! 
there  is  no  address. 

Q.  Peruse  No.  13,  and  state  to 
the  Committee,  whether  vou  ever 
wrote  the  letter  of  which  that  pur- 
ports to  be  a  copy  ? 

A.  1  believe  I  did, 

Q,  Peruse 
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Q.  Peruse  No.  18,  and  slste 
whether  you  ever  receiwd  tlie  letter 
of  which  that  purports  to  be  a  copy? 

A.  I  think  I  did. 

Q.  Have  you  the  letter  v\  hlch  you 
received,  of  which  you  believe  that 
to  be  a  copy  ? 

A.  I  have  not. 

Q.  Do  you  know  what  is  become 

of  it?  . 

A.  I  believe  I  destroyed  it. 

Q,  It  appears  as  if  this  was  a  draft 
of  two  distinct  letlers  ;  do  you  mean 
that  any  letteryou  have  received  con- 
tained both  those  letters,  or  only  one 
of  them  ? 

A.  lean  only  speak  from  memory; 
I  think  the  transaction  was  in  1804; 
it  is  impossible  for  me  to  charge  my 
memory  accurately  respecting  it ;  I 
have  kept  no  papers  upon  the  sub- 
ject. 


Q.  Which  of  the  (wo  letters  do 
yeu  think  you  received  a  copy  of? 

A.  There  is  one  of  the  letters  I  can 
read  with  difficulty;  it  is  erased,  and 
there  are  pencil-marks  in  it;  1  be- 
lieve them  to  be  two  distinct  letters. 

Q.    Did  you  receive  bolh  ? 

A.  I  believe  I  did,  I  can  only  speak 
from  memory. 

Q.  You  destroyed  both  (haf  you 
received? 

A.  1  am  confident  I  destroyed  aM 
I  received. 

(By  Mr.  Perceval.) 

Q.  One  of  these  appears  to  have 
part  written  in  pencil,  and  part  in 
ink  ;  can  you  charj^e  your  memory 
whether  that  which  you  received  had 
that  written  in  pencil, or  that  written 
in  ink? 

A.  1  cannot  charge  my  memory. 


[The  following  papei's  were  fcad: — N.  13.  Note  from  Colonel 
Taylor  to  Mr.  Kennett. — No.  18,  Rougb  draft  of  two  letters  from 
Mr.  Kennett.] 

No.  13. 

^'  Colonel  Taylor  presents  his  comp'  to  Mr.  Kennett,  and  is 
extremely  sorry  that  he  could  not  wait,  as  the  Duke's  carriage  was 
waiting  for  him.  He  is  directed  by  H.  II.  H.  to  say,  that  >viU 
apply  for  the  situation  of  Ass'Comm^  General  Sec.  &c.  at  Surinam, 
but  that  be  will  be  able  to  do  it  with  more  eHect  if  S^^  H.  Mann 
will  write  to  H.  R.  H.  recommending  Mr.  Kennett. 

Robert  Kennett^  Esq. 
Sec.  &c.  8v.c." 
"  Horse  G**' 

Augt  15th." 

No.  IB. 

'^  Sir,  Moore  Place,  Lambeth,  Sep^  iG,  1804. 

/  called 

"  1  did  myself  the  pleasure  of  callinc!:  on  Mr.  Green- 
wood yesterday,  respecting  the  Loan  to  His  Royal  Hii^h- 
ness,  and  of  my  intention  to  write  to  Mr.  Adam,  which 
f  did  by  last  night's  post,  wherein  I  requested  M'  A.  to 
say,  if  I  could  forward  the  business  in  any  way  previous 
to  his  return  to  town. 

*^  1  beg  leave,  Sir,  also    to  observe,  I   was  with   the 

and  I  still 

Gentleman  yesterday  in  the  Cit}^  respecting  the  business 

fatter  myself  ivith  the  possibility  of  getting  the  appointment  ofC. 

of  Surinam,  and  \\ho  still  hoping  if  possible,  to   be  yet 

^        ,  favoured 


the  words  in 
halic  Were 
written  in 
I'encil. 
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favoured  with    the  appointment    of    tlie    Collectorsbip,  (in 
preference  to  any  other),  and  in  the  event  will  he  advance  to 
.    tliat  H.  R.  H.  Vishes,  .  c    a 

any  amount  the  situation  in  particular  (of  Army  Agent,  &c,) 
being  of  trivial  emolument,  adequate  to  the  risque  of  the 
climate." 

''  Sir, 

'<  With  all  due  deference  and  respect  to  His  K.  H.  the  D. 

of  Yk  for  His  application  in  my  behalf  of  the  appointment  of 

Army  Agent,,  &c.  at  Surinam,  but  as  the  emoluments  of  it  are 

but  trivial,  adequate  to  the  risque   of  the  chmate  (and  the 

.  short  time  it  may  be  in  our  possession)  I  beg  leave  to  decline 

accepting  it. 
J^ermit  me,  Sir,  to  obserN'e 

"  As  there  is  yet  a  probability  of  succeeding  to  the  appoint- 
^  without  presuiTiing 

ment  of  Collectorsbip  of  the  Customs,  ^  1  hope  1  may  haye 

the  ■^ 

preference,  but  *  as  1  believe  there  is  no  warrant  made  out  fojr 

it— but  in  the  event  that  it  is  inevitably  disposed  of,  allow 
Sir  in  that  case     H.  H.  IPs.  patronage  for 

me   to  solicit  the  situation  of  Vendue  Master,  at  a  per  cent- 

A  A  T-,  » 

age,  on  the  same  footing,  as  at  Demarara. 

Addressed, 
*'  L'  Col'  Taylor,  &c. 
*?  Oatlands.'* 

..    ,,    ^         ^  .        passed   then,   except   that  I   said  I 

{Exajninedby  Lord  Folkstone.)        ^^^^^^  ^.^^^-^  jj  ^^  ^is  Royal  High-  , 

Q.  State  to  the  Committee  what  ness  the  Duke  of  York,  and  let  him  ! 

you  know  of  the  transaction  respect-  hear  further  from   me  upon  the  sub- 

ing  which,  in  your  first  letter,  No.  8,  ject. 

you  desired  Mr.  Kennett  to  call  upon  Q.  Do  you  recollect  the  date  q\ 

Mr.  Greenwood  ?  this  conference  with  Mr.  j^enneit? 

A.  As  far  as  I  can  recollect,  Mr.  A.  I  do  not. 

Kennel t  wrote  'to  me  at  Oallands  a  Q.  Stale  it  as  nearly  as  you  can? 

short  note,  stating,  that  he  bad  some-  A.  I  really  cannot  recollect. 

»hing  to  propose  to  me  for  the  ad-  Q.  Do  you  recollect  the  year? 

vantage  of  his  Royal  Highness  the  A.  I  do   not  recollect  the  year,  I 

Duke  of  York,  and  desiring  that  I  was  told  of  it  coming  here. 

would  see  him  ;  I  am  not  quite  cer-  Q.  Do  you  mean  to  state  that  thij 

lain  whether  I  appointed  him  thereof  was  the  first  step  in  this  transaction? 

in  London,  but  I  think  at  Oatlands.  A.  Yes,  it  was. 

IMr.  Kennett  mentioned  to  me  I  think  Q.  That  Mr.  Kennett  volunteered 

then,  or  in  a  note  (I  cannot  charge  his  services? 

my  memory  exactly,  having  kept  no  A.  He  did. 

notes,)  but  I  think  he  verbally  men-  Q.  Did  you   inform  the   Duke  ot 

tioned  to  me,  that  he   could  procure  York  of  ihis  application  of  Mr.  Ken- 
for  his   Ro)a!   Highness  the  loan  of    netl^s  ? 

thirty  or  forty  thousand  pounds;  and  A.  I  did. 

as  far  as  I  recollect  that  was  all  that  Q.  What  was  the  result  ? 

A*  V 
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A.  I  was  rlesjred  (o  refer  Mr. 
Kennett  (o  Mr.  Adam. 

Q.  Do  yon  know  any  (hln^  more 
which  took  place  respecting  that 
transaction  ? 

A.  At  that  lime,  or  subsequent!^', 
Mr.  Kennett  mentioned  to  me,  that 
he  was  very  much  Supported  by  Sir 
Horace  Mann,  with  whom  he  had 
been  long  acquainted;  and  he  fold 
me,  that  Sir  Horace  Alann  had  de- 
sired him  to  sdy  he  should  feel  very 
muc  h  obh'ged  to  me,  if  i  could  u>e 
my  influence  wiih  the  Duke  of  Vork 
to  assist  him  in  obtaining  a  situation. 
I  am  not  certain  whether  that  was  in 
his  first  verbal  communication,  or  in 
his  second. 

Q.  Was  the  second  communica- 
tion long  after  the  first? 
A.  No,  very  shortly. 
Q.    Between    the    first    and    the 
second,  do  you  knotv  whether  Mr. 
Kennett  had  seen  Mr.  A-dam?      '    . 
A.  I  believe  not. 

Q.  What  passed  at  that  second 
meeting? 

A.  I  really  cannot  state  exactly 
what  passed  ;  I  cannot  charge  my 
memory  with  the  particulars. 

Q.  Did  you  state  to  the  Duke  of 
York  when  the  ofler  of  the  loan  was 
made  by  Mr.  Kennett,  that  Sir 
Horace  Mann  would  be  much  oblig- 
ed to  the  Duke  if  he  could  procure 
for  Mr.  Kennett  a  place? 

A.  Mr.  Kenneti*s  cOmmunlcalion 
respecting  Sir  Horace  Mann,  was 
subsequent  to  the  offer  of  the  loan  ; 
the  offer  of  the  loan  had  been  com- 
municated to  his  Royal  Highness  pre- 
vious to  the  communication  respect- 
ing Sir  Horace  Mann. 

Q.  Are  you  certain  that  the  com- 
munication respecting  Sir  Horace 
Mann  was  at  the  second  meeting  ? 

A.  I  am  almost  certain,  as  far  as 
I  can  be  from  recollection. 

Q.  Are  you  certain  that  it  was 
after  the  first  conversation  with  Mr. 
fay  lor? 

A.  I  have  staled   that  it  was  sub- 
sequent to  the  first. 
Q.  Do  you  mean  to  state  that  you 
NO.  J 4'. 


are  not  certam  whether  It  wa«  at  the 
second  or  some  subsequent  meeting  ? 
A,  Yes,  it  certainly  was  not  at  the 
first. 

Q.   Did  you  erer  state  that   com- 
munication   respecting^    Sir    florace 
Mann's  wishes  to  the  Duke  of  York  ? 
A.  I  did. 

Q.  How  soon  after  Mr.  Kennett 
had  informed  you  of  that  wish  of  Sir 
Horace  Mann  s  did  you  mention  iL  to 
the  Duke  of  York? 

A.  I  think  almost  immediately. 
Q.  You  do  not  know  what  interval 
there  was  between  the  offer  ol  the 
Joan  and  that  communication  respect- 
ing Sir  Horace  Mann's  wishes  ? 
A.  I  really  cannot  say. 
Q.  Was  the    negociation   of  the 
loan  ever  concludeit? 

A.  I  believe  not;  but  I  do  not 
know;  for  his  Royal  Highness  has 
not  been  in  the  habit  of  employing 
me  in  his  money  transactions, 

Q.  Do  yon  know  any  thinoj  more 
of  that  nesfociation  about  the  loan? 

A.  Mr.  Kennett  called  upon  me 
several  times,  and  v^  rote  to  me  oc- 
casionally ;  but  it  is  very  difficult  for 
nie  to  recollect  what  passed  upon  the 
subject,  from  the  time  that  has  elaps- 
ed ;  but  as  far  as  I  recollect,  Mr. 
Kennett  mentioned  to  me  repeatedly, 
that  he  had  seen  Mr.  Adam  :  he  com- 
plained of  Mr.  Adam's  delay  ;  and  at 
one  time  he  said,  he  really  began  to 
think  that  his  Royal  Highness  and 
Mr.  Adam  were  indifferent  about  the 
loan,  from  having  been  put  off  so 
often  as  he  had  been. 

Q.  State  to  the  Committee  what 
you  know  with  respect  to  the  steps 
taken  to  procure  Mr.  Kennett  a  pince, 
and  the  correspondence  with  Mr, 
Adam  and  others  upon  that  transac- 
tion ? 

A.  In  consequence  of  Mr.  Ken- 
nelf's  communication  to  roe,  particu- 
larly that  in  which  he  mentioned  that 
Sir  Horace  Mann  was  very  much  in- 
terested in  his  favour,  1  stated  to  his 
Royal  Highness  the  Duke  ol  York 
Mr.  Kennelt's  wish  to  obtain  an  otfice; 
those  offices  were  specified  by  him ; 
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I  do  not  recoHecl  wlial  they  were, 
and  his  Ro^al  Highness  auihorized 
ine  to  wrife  to  Mr.  Long  upon  the 
subject;  1  do  not  recollect  wriiing 
any  other  letter;  1  probably  have, 
but  I  cannot  charge  my  mem'  ry,  hav- 
ing had  no  reference  to  papers. 

Q.  Were  the  twc*  letters  of  which 
you  have  read  .ti)e  copy  (No.  18.) 
shewn  to  the  Duke  of  York? 

A.  I  cannot  recollect,  but  I  be- 
lieve not. 

Q.  Was  the  ':ubslance  staled  to  the 
Duke  of  York  ? 

A.  I  dare  say  it  was. 
Q.  Have  you  any  doubt   that   it 
was? 

A.  I  have  no  dovibt  that  I  did  state 
it  to  the  Duke;  not  that  I  can  p<><^i- 
tively  say  that  1  did;  but  1  probably 
did. 

Q.  Was  it  In  the  regular  course 
that  you  should  state  it  lo  the  Duke  ? 
A.  I  certainly  should  have  staled 
it  to  the  Duke  if  I  received  such  let- 
ters, believing  the  communication  lo 
le  intended  ^or  him. 

Q.  Do  you  know  whether  Mr. 
Kenneit  ever  obtained  any  appoint- 
Eienl .? 

A.  I  understood  not. 
Q.   What  was  (he  situation   about 
\he  Duke  of  York  v%hich  you  filled  at 
tluit  lime  ? 

A.  I  was  private  Secretary  to  his 
Eo}al  Highness. 

[7/je  ^uitntss  zi'as  directed  to 
"ivithdra-u;.'] 

(Mr.  Charlfs  Greenwood  iias 
again  called  in,  and  examined  by 
Lord  P'olkstonjc..) 

Q.  Do  >ou  recollect  Mr.  Kennett 
coining  to  you  /     A.  I  do. 

Q.  Slate  to  the  Committee  all  v')U 
know  respecting  that  transaction  ? 

A.  \  know  very  little  about  the 
transaction,  further  than  Mr.  Ken- 
netl's  calling  upon  me;  I  understood 
by  the  Duke  ol^  York's  command^ 
communicaied  by  Colonel  Ta)!or ;  I 
heard  what  he  had  to  say,  but  I  con- 
sidered it  a  wild  proposa',  and  did 
j:o»  much  attend  to  it. 

Q.  VVhen  uasihis? 
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A.  I   really   cannot   recollect   the 
time. 

Q.    What  was  the  propo-^al   which 
you  stale  to  have   been  a  wild  pro--  ' 
posal  ? 

A.  A  very  large  loan,  and  without 
any  thing  required  but  persoiial  <;ecu« 
rity  ;  that  was  the  propoi^ai,  to  the 
best  ot  my  recollection;  1  may  be 
mistaken. 

Q.  I'o  wljat  extent  was  the  loan? 
A.  To  the  best  of   inv  recolleciiorv 
50,000/.  ;    I  am  not  at  all  clear  upon 
it,  but  f  think  it  was  =;o. 

Q.  Did  Mr.  Kennett  state  to  you, 
that  he  wished  for  any  thing  el'iiie  m 
<  onsequerxe  of'  the  advance  of  this 
sum  of  money,  besides  personal  se- 
curity ? 

A.  I  understood  his  object  was  to 
obtain  some  appointment  lor  a  friend. 
Q.  What  sort  of  appointment  ? 
A.   I  do  not  recollect. 
Q    Do  you  know  who  that  friend 
was?     A.  1  do  not. 

Q.  Do  you  mean  aiv appointment 
under  Government? 

A.  1  concluded  so;  upon  recol- 
lection, 1  doubt  whether  it  was  not 
some  appointment  in  lire  West  Li- 
dies  that  was  his  aim. 

Q.  Did  you  slate  this  conversation 
to  the  Duke  of  York  ? 

A.  1  staled  the  substance  of  it. 
Q.   What  was  the  Duke's  observa* 
lion? 

A.  I  do  not  think  that  his  Royal 
HighnesN  gave  much  attention  to  it, 
but  said  it  might  be  enquired  into,  or 
somethlns  to  that  effect. 

Q.  Do  you  know  whether  it  was 
enquired  into  ? 

1  rather  think  that  Colonel  Taylor 
or  Mr.  Adawis,  I  am  not  cK-ar  vvhich^ 
had  directioiis  to  enquire  about  it. 

Q.  Do  )0u  know,  of  your  own 
knowledge,  any  thing  more  about 
it  ?     A.   I  rtaljy  do  not. 

Q.  Did  you  ever  .see  Mr.  Ken- 
nett upon  the  subject  afterwards? 

A.  He  called  upon  me  two  or 
three  limes. 

Q.  What  passed  upon  those  occa- 
sioiiiS? 

A.  Repeating 
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A.  Repeating  his  offers,  and  I  pay- 
ii)w  very  little  attention  to  them. 

Q,  Did  he  at  each  time  repeat  his 
ap]'»Hcation  for  a  situation  under  Go- 
\erna]eiil  ? 

A.  I  do  not  recollect  that  he  did. 

Q.   Are  you  certain  about  it  ? 

A.  He  might  have  possibly  stated 
his  wish  for  an  appointment  un- 
der Governaient  more  than  once;  I 
cannot  be  certain  of  it;  but  in  gene- 
ral, the  conversations  were  very  short 
with  die. 

Q.  Did  }ou  communicate  those 
conversations  to  the  Duke  of  York  ? 

A.  1  do  not  think  that  I  did  all  of 
them. 

Q.  Did  you  communicate  some  of 
them  to  the  Duke  of  Yoik  ? 

A.  I  remember  telling  the  Duke 
of  York,  that  1  did  not  (hink  it  was 
a  proposal  that  could  be  of  anj'  ef- 
fect. 

Q.  Did  you  ever  state  to  the  Duke 
of  Y'ork  his  wish  to  obtain  the  situa- 
tion under  Government  ? 

A.  I  believe  I  did. 

Q.  Did  Kinnett  ever  apply  for  a 
situation  under  Government  tor  him- 
seir? 

A.   Not  to  my  knowledge. 

Q.  AKva>s  for  a  friend. 

A.  I  always  understood  him  so. 

Q.  Are  you  certain  that  he  so  sta- 
ted it? 

A.  I  am  certain  that  I  understood 
him  so. 


Q.  Did  you  know  who  Mr.  Ken- 
nett  was  ? 

A.  I  heard  that  he  had  been  in 
trade  in  Bond-street. 

Q.  Did  you  know  wliat  profes- 
sion he  carried  on  at  that  time  ? 

A.  No.        ' 

Q.  Did  vou  know  where  he  lived? 

Q.  No,  1  rather  think  he  livfd 
somewhere  beyond  Westminster 
Bridge,  but  I  do  not  know  where. 

Q.  Did  you  know  that  he  had  beea 
a  Bankrupt  ? 

A.  I  do  not  knovv  that  for  certain, 
I  knew  he  had  been  in  trade,  but  whe- 
ther he  had  failed  or  not  I  do  not  re- 
collect. 

Q.  Did  you  ever  enquire  into  this 
man's  character? 

A.  I  had  heard  an  indifferent  cha- 
racter, I  did  not  enquire  about  him. 

Q.  Did  you  state  the  result  of 
those  enquiries  to  the  Duke  of  York.> 

A.  I  believe  I  stated  that  he  was  a 
man  not  to  be  attended  to ;  I  think 
so. 

Q.  Are  you  not  certain  that  you 
did  so? 

A.  I  think  it  must  be  so,  because 
it  was  my  feeling. 

Q.  You  have  no  doult  that  you 
did  so  state-* 

A.  1  have  no  doubt  that  I  did. 

[The  tuitncss  zias   directed  to  ziitif 
draiv.'\ 


Mil.  HusKissoN  stared,  that  he  had,  since  the  examination  ot 
Lieut.  Colonel  Tavlor,  conversed  with  thai  gentleman  in  the  lobby, 
and  that  he  (the  Coloi-el)  said,  that  if  he  had  been  asked  further 
questions,  h6  could  have  answered  them.  He  asked  him  in  v;hat 
respect?  To  which  Colonel  Taylor  answered,  that  it  was  with 
lespect  to  the  conversations  he  had  with  the  Duke  upon  this  sub- 
ject.     He  therefore  suggested   to   the  House  the  propriety   of  re- 


calling that  gentleman  to  the  bar. 

(Lieut.  Col.  Taylop.  zvas  called  in 
and  examined  by  Mr.  Huskisson.) 

Q.  Pending  the  transaction  wilh 
Mr.  Kennett,  which  you  have  men- 
tioned, did  you  make  any  enquiry 
respecting  his  character  ? 

A,  I  did  not,   he  was  only  known 


to  me  from  Sir  Horace  Mann's  re- 
commendation. 

Q.  Did  any  friend  of  your's  state 
to  you  any  thing  he  knew  of  him  ? 

A.   In   the    course  of  his   visas  to 

the  Horse  Guards,  where    he    came 

three  or  four  limes,  more  or  less,  he 

2  Y  2  vvas 
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vras  met  by  a  person  who  asked  me 
whether  I  had  long  known  him  ;  I 
stated  to  him  that  1  only  knew  him 
from  Sir  Horace  Mann's  recommen- 
dation, and  from  his  communications 
to  me  subsequent  to  that.  He  then 
told  I'ne,  that  lie  had  formerly  known 
him  ;  I  think  he  said  he  had  been  a 
Stock  Broker,  biit  I  am  not  certain  ; 
but  I  am  certain  that  he  said  he  had 
failed,  and  that  there  were  circum- 
stances attending  his  failure  which 
were  not  to  his  credit,  and  he  cau- 
tioned uic  against  him. 

Q.  Did  you  communicate  to  Hi? 
Royal  Highness  the  Duke  of  York 
this  information  ?    A.  1  did. 

Q.  What  passed  between  yourself 
and  His  Royal  Highness  iu  conse- 
quence of  your  making  this  commu- 
nication ? 

A.  His  Royal  Highness  ordered 
n>e,  in  consequence,  to  drop  every 
further  application  in  his  favour. 

Q.  Is  there  any  other  circum- 
stance connected  with  the  commu- 
nications you  held  with  Mr.  Kennett 
that  you  can  recollect,  and  which  is 
material  to  this  inquiry  ? 

A.  I  capnot  say  1  recollect  any 
other. 

(By  Lord  Folkstone.) 

'  Q.  Bo  you  recollect  when  that  in- 
formation was  given  you  respecting 
Mr.  Kennett  ? 

A.  I  do  not,  it  was  after  I  had 
had  several  communications  with 
him,  as  I   have  before  stated. 

Q.  Had  you  any  communication 
"With  him  "afterwards  ? 

A.  None  that  I  recollect ;  I 
might  have  some  verbal  communi- 
cation with  him,  but  none  that  was 
material,  certainly. 

Q.  From  whom  was  it  you  receiv- 
ed this  information  ? 

A.  I  was  desired  by  th€  person 
giving  me  the  information  not  to 
uanje  him. 

[r/?e  ivitness  was  directed  to  liith- 

(Tke  witness  was  again  called  zn.) 
Q.  When  first  you  saw  Mr,  Ken- 


nett, did  he  come  recommended  by 
Sir  Horace  Mann  ? 

A.  He  did  not. 

Q.  Did  you  see  him  frequently 
before  he  was  recommended  by  Sir 
Horace  Mann  ? 

A.  1  think  it  was  the  second  time 
that  he  mentioned  the  interest  Sir 
Horace  Mann  took  in  his  favour, 
and  I  think  he  brought  a  letter  from 
Sir  Horace  Mann  to  me. 

Q.  Did  he  bring   that    letter  in 
consequence  of  any  wish  expressed"^ 
by  you,   that  he   should  bring  some 
recommendation  before  you    would 
enter  into  a  negociation  of  this  sort  f 

A.  He  did  not,  the  recommenda- 
tion from  Sir  Horace  Mann  was 
spontaneous. 

Q.  Did  you  not  know  that  Mr. 
Kennett  had  been  a  Bankrupt } 

A.  I  did  not,  I  knew  nothing  of 
Mr.  Kennett  till  I  received  that  iti- 
formation. 

IThe  Witness  was  directed  to  with- 

di'aw.'^. 

(Mr.  Adam,  attending  in  his  place, 
was  then  examined  by  Lord  Foul- 

STONE.) 

Q.  State  to  the  Committee  what 
you  know  of  this  transaction  ? 

A.  When  this  transaction  was  be- 
gun to  be  stated  by  ]Mr.  Dulf,  and 
that  he  mentioned  Mr.  Kennett,  I 
bad  not,  at  first,  the  most  distant  re- 
collection of  such  a  transaction  ever 
having  taken  place  :  but  as  Mr. 
Duff  went  on  and  stated  some  cir- 
cumstances, the  recollection  of  such 
a  transaction  recijrred  to  my  mind, 
and  the  circumstance  of  my  two 
notes  and  my  letter  having  been 
put  into  my  hand,  has  made  that  re- 
collection still  more  accurate,  as  far 
as  it  is  possible  for  me  to  call  that 
accurate  at  all  which  rests  in  recol- 
lection at  so  long  a  distance  of  time. 
1  remember  to  have  seen  Mr.  Ken- 
nett on  the  business  of  this  proposed 
loaii,  and  upon  that  only  ;  nothing, 
as  far  as  I  can  recollect,  was  ever 
stated  to  me  by  him  but  that ;  and 
the  first  impres&ion  I  now  recollect 

that 
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that  I  bad  of  it  was,   that   it   would 
not  turn  out  aloanthat  could  be  en- 
tered into.    I  apprehended  ihat  soon 
after    my  first    interview,    if  I    had 
more  than  one  with  liim  in  the  month 
of  August,  1  must  have  lett  tov.'n  for 
Scotland,     and    consequently    have 
known   nothing    of  what    was    pro- 
teeding,  if  any  thing    was   proceed- 
ing in  the  interval  ;   and  I  can  only 
account  for  the  last  lettei-,  tlie  letter 
WHtlen  from  Scotland,  in  this  way  ; 
that  previous   to  my  departure  from 
my  residciice  t!)ere,  1  had  been  con- 
sidering the    different  matters  I  v/as 
to  enter  into  prol»  tbly  when  1  return- 
ed to  town,   and    amongst  the    rest 
had  written  upon  that  subject.     I  do 
not   recollect  ever  to  have  seen  Mr. 
Kennett  after  my  return  ;  at  the  same 
time  I  think  it  is  probable  that  I  may 
l^ve  seen  liim,  but  the  loan  was  put 
an  end  to,  and  all    intercourse   with 
Mr.  Kennelt  was  put  an  end  to  with- 
out any  thing  being  done.     J  think 
it  right  to  say,  that    I  knew    nothing 
at  all  of  Mr.  Kennett  when   he  first 
called  upon  me,  or  any    thing  res- 
pecting his  character.     This  is  all  I 
«au  call  to  my  recollection. 


Q.  Bid  you  make  any  enijuirie* 
respecting  the  character  oi'Mr.  Ken- 
nett ? 

A.  I  have  no  doubt  that  I  must 
have  made  enquiries,  though  I  caii- 
not  recollect  them;  and  I  think  th« 
information,  which  Colonel  Tavlor 
mentions,  must  have  beenconunuui- 
cated  to  me. 

Q.  Do  you  mean  that  it  was  com- 
municated to  you   by  Col.  Taylor  ? 

A.  I  can  only  say  that  I  presume 
it  was,  but  I  cannot  speak  from  any 
certain  recollection. 

Q.  You  cannot  say  whether  you 
heard  it  from  Colonel  Taylor  ? 

A.  I  cannot  say  positively  whe- 
ther I  heard  it  from  Colonel  Taylor, 

Q.  Nor  can  you  recollect  when 
you  heard  it  } 

A.  J  cannot  recollfrct  when  I  heard 
it,  but  I  think  it  must  have  been 
after  my  return  from  Scotland  la 
October  1804<. 

Q.  ^'^hat   was  that  information  ? 

A.  That  he  was  a  person  not  at 
all  likely  to  accomplish  the  object, 
and  a  person  of  the  character  which 
has  been  alluded  to  by  Colonel 
Taylor, 


Lord  Folkstone  then  asked  whether  Kennett  was  in  attend- 
ance.^ When  Mr.  C.  W.  Wynne  objected  to  his  evidence  being 
taken,  upon  the  ground  that  it  would  not  be  received  in  any  Cuuit 
whatever;  to  which  the  nuble  Lord  immediately  assented. 

Upon  a  question  from  Mr.  Peiceval  to  Lord  Folkstone,  wliethcr 
he  had  any  other  witness  to  call,  he  replied  in  the  negative;  but 
said  that  lie  did  not  know  whether  Mr.  VVardle  liad  any,  as  he  was 
then  absent. 

Upon  Mr.  Wardle  returning  to  his  seat,^  he  said  he  had  no  other 
Witness  to  call;  but  be  bad.  some  letters  to  lay  before  t'ne  Com- 
mittee, which  he  accordingly  produced.  He  was  then  interrogated 
by  Mr.  Lockhart. 


Q.  Are  theletters  which  youhavri 
now  delivered  in,  the  letters  which 
are  alluded  to  in  Mrs.  Clarke's  let- 
ter of  the  '28ih  of  January  ? 

A.  I  presume  they  an;,  thev  are 
the  letters  of  the  officers  she  was"  to 
have  got  recommendations  for  ;  f 
know  of  no  other  letters,  and  1  pos- 
sess no  others. 

Q»  State,  with  as  much  accuracy 


as  you  can,  the  time  when  you  re- 
ceived these  letters  from  Mrs. 
Clarke  ? 

A.  I  have  no  memorandums  en- 
abling me  to  state  the  date  precisely. 

Q.  In  what  year  was  it .? 

A.  It  was  v.'iihiu  the  last  two 
months. 

Q.  Are  they   the  letters  stated  to 

have. 
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have  been  delivered  to  you  with  a 
view  to  facilitate  some  negociatioii  ? 
A.  Ves,  I  suppose  so;  tFiey  ate 
letters  of  leconinmndation  of  officf^s 
for  promotion,  which  1  understood 
Ironi  Mrs.  Ciarke  were  sent  to  her 
by  Mr.  Donovan  for  her  to  get  fur- 
ther rfr-coimuendaiious  upon. 

[Mr.  PiKP.EsroRD  said,  it  was  not  to  be 
siipposed  that  anv  rreniber  wcuild  fill  up 
those  letters.  Il  luighL  be  proper  lo  chII  in 
Mrs.  Clarke-,  lo  know  wht'-n  sbe  gave  tliein 
to  th''  lio)\.  j:;entleiiiau  ?  and,  i>^  tl)ey  were 
written  in  ditFerent  hands,  it  might  also  be 
proper  to  a'~k  her  who  wrote  them,  and  lor 
^•liat  purpo-e  they  were  written  .'' 

Mrs.  Clarke  was  thcnordereo  to  be  called. 

]\Ir.  Adams  said>  he  wished  to  put  a  few 
questions  to  his  learned  friend  'Sir.  Adam, 
at  the  same  time  l;e  b^'  no  muans  meant  to 
s;jv  any  thing  vvhich  could  in  the  sligiircst 
degree  be  considered  ofiensive.  On  a  for- 
mer evening  iie  had  put  some  questions  to 
that  gentleman,  on  which  ha  was  referred 
to  bis  former  evidence.  Upon  a  closer  ex- 
aminatiun  of  that  evidence,  he  fonnd  it  did 
not  come  witliiii  th.e  scope  of  his  meanin<j  : 
he  therefore  hoped  he  would  be  allowed  to 
put  two  or  tliree  questions. 

Mr.  Adam  expressed  his  willijigness  to 
answer] 

Q.  Were  yon  consulted  as  to  whe- 
ther the  annuity  to  Mrs.  Clarke 
should  or  should  not  be  paid  ? 

A.  No,  I  did  not  know  of  its  hav- 
ing ceased  to  be  paid. 

Q.  Then  the  Coiumittee  are  to 
understand  you  did  not  advise  the 
non-pay nient  oi  the  annuity  ? 

A.  Certainly  1  did  not. 

Q.  Was  It  knoun  to  you  that  the 
Duke  refused  to  pay  this  annuity  ? 

A.  I  knew  it  in  no  other  way  than 
by  the  communicalions  which  J  had 
wiih  His  Royal  Highness,  as  well  as 
lean  recollect  at  tiie  time  I  received 
those  letters  from  Mrs.  Clark,  which 
have  been  laid  before  the  House. 

Q.  Do  you  know  the  reason  of 
such  a  refusal  ? 

A.  I  did  not  know  the  specific 
fact  or  facts  that  was  the  cause  of 
\  the  discontinuance  of  the  payment  of 
the  annuity,  but  I  know  in  general 
from  the  same  source,  I  mean  from 
conversations  with  His  Royal  High- 
ness, that  the  annuity  was  discon- 
tinued in  consequence  of  an  impres- 
"    siou    upon    his    mind,    that    Mrs. 


Clarke's  conduct  had  not  been  such 
as  t(i  fall  within  the  condition  upon 
which  the  annuity  was  originally^ 
granted  :  when  I  say  originally 
granted,  I  do  not  mean  to  have  ;t 
inferred  that  there  was  any  ro^gnlar 
grant  of  the  annuity,  but  that  i  was 
desired  to  stale  at  the  titne  that 
1  communicated  to  Mrs.  Clarke  that 
His  Royal  Highness  was  not  to  see 
her  aoa:n  ;  that  she  was  to  receive 
a  quarterly  sum  in  the  manner  that 
I  have  stated  in  my  former  evidence, 
100/.  a  quarter. 

Q.  Did  the  discontinuance  of  f  b.at 
annuity  arise  at  all  'rom  the  Duke's 
knowled'-e  of  her  interferetice  iii 
military    proniotion.s  ? 

A.  I  had  no  reason  to  believe  that 
His  Royal  Highness  was  at  all  ac- 
quainted with  any  such  interference 
at  the  time  the  annuity  disconiiuued. 
I  wished  to  add,  that  the  ariiuiity 
was  an  annuity  the  payn>ent  of 
which,  as  1  have  already  Plated  in 
my  evidence,  did  not  I'all  within  ai>y 
fund  of  His  Royal  Highnefs,'s  that 
was  under  my  admiinstration.  I. 
hope  theCommittee  will  not  think  it 
improper  I  should  go  on  to  slate, 
that  this  matter  may  be  clearly  and 
distinctly  understood,  which  was  a 
little  misunderstood  on  a  forn>er 
night,  notwithstanding  the  manner 
in  vvhich  1  endeavoured  to  express 
myself  in  the  early  part  of  this  pro- 
ceeding, that  that  portion  of  His 
Royal  II ighness's  income  which  he  re- 
tains for  his  ov\n  expenditure  in  his 
family,  on  his  property,  and  in  what- 
ever other  mode  his  expenditure  is 
apj)lied,  is  not  in  the  least  within  the 
province  of  my  trust  or  knowledge  ; 
that  all  that  is  within  my  trust  or 
kiiowledge  is,  that  sum  which  has 
been  appropriated  by  His  Royal 
Hiehncss  towards  the  payment  of 
the^interest  and  the  liquidation  of 
the  principal  of  those  debts. 

Q.  State,  if  you  can,  at  what 
tinje',  and  by  whom  the  impression 
was  made  upon  His  Royal  High- 
ness's  mind  lo  which  you  have  re- 
ferred ? 

A.  1 


S-iQ 


A.  T  certainly  do  ruA  kiiow  by 
v-lioRj  it  was  matie,  nor  do  I  know  at 
what  time  it  was  made.  I  hdve  al- 
learivstatcd  the  time  a',  which  I  first 
became  acquainted  with  it,  or  nearly 

so. 

{Mr.s.  Clarke  tvn.s  then  called  in  and 

csiunined  by  ]\Ir.  Lockhart.) 

Q.  Are  these  th<-  letierb  which 
you  delivered  to  Mr.  Wardl«,  in 
order,  a'<  you  staled  in  your  letter 
to  IMr.  Di>novan,  to  facilitate  son>e 
ui'{i()ciatiou  r  [Tlic-  letters  delivered 
in  by  IMr.  Wardle  being  shewn  Ao 
the  wilnessl 

A.  '^'es,  these  are  tlie  letters. 

Q.  When  did  you  deliver  these 
ktlers  to  M  r.  Wardle  ? 

A.  Soon  alter  1  received  them 
frou)   Mr.  Donovan. 

Q.  When  did  you  receive  them 
from  Mr.  Donovan  ? 

A.   I  do  not  recollect. 

Q.  The  letters  appear  to  be  all 
dated  in  the  beginning  of  the  year 
1808,  had  you  them  in  your  posses- 
sion froto  the  time  of  the  dates  until 
you  delivered  lliem  lo  Mr.  Wardle? 

A.   I  canuot  exactly    say. 

Q.  Look  "at  the  letter,  and  say 
whose  lund- writing  it  is  ?  I  A  letter 
bemg  shewn  lo  the  witness] 

A.  1  do  not  know. 

Q.  Look  at  that  letter  (No.  2.) 
and  say  whose  haiid-wnting  you  be- 
lieve tliat  to  be  ?   ' 

A.   I  do  not  know  the  hands  at  all. 

Q.  Look  at  that  letter  (No.  3.) 
and  say  whose  hand- writing  you  be- 
lieve that  to  be  ?  A.   1  do  not  know. 

Q.  These  letters  purport  to  be 
certificates  from  officers  ;  did  you 
give  these  letters  to  Mr.  Wardle  with 
a  view  to  his  procuring  the  signature 
of  any  Member  of  I'arliament  as  an 
additional  recommendation,  not 
knowinji  wliose  hand-v\ritin(i  the 
<jriginal  leconmjendation  was  ? 

A.  I  gave  another  to  General 
Claveriag,  and  he  took  the  precau- 
tion of  enquiring  at  Mr.  Green- 
^vood'3  or  the  Adjutani  General's.  I 
believe  it  is  one  of  those  1  oave  toGe- 
neral  Clavering,  that  signed  "  Ivoss." 

Q.  These    letters  purport  to  be 


certificates  from  officers  ;  did  vou 
give  these  letters  to  .Mr.  Wardle  with 
a  view  to  his  procurmg  the  signa* 
tureofany  Member  of  Pdrhament 
as  an  additional  recommendation, 
not  knowing  whose  hand-writing  the 
ori^jinal  recommendation  was  ? 

A.  Yes,  Mr.  Donovan  t(jld  rne 
thf'v  were  all  correx:t,  and  ihat  t'tiey 
were  the  officers' recommendations 
in  a   p^ro]>er  manner. 

Q.  Did  Mr.  Donovan  tell  you 
they  were  the  hand-writing  of  the 
respective  officers  whose  hand-writ- 
higihey  .purport  to  be  ?  A.  Yes,  hedid. 

Q.  Do  you  now  know  the  hand- 
writing of  the  person  who  wrote  ei- 
ther of  these  letters  ?  A.  No,  I  donor, 

Q.'  Do  you  know  the  hand-writ- 
ing of  Mr.  Donovan  ? 

A.  Yes,  I  have  had  a  great  many 
letters  from  Mr.  Donovan. 

Q.  Look^at  that  letter,  and  say 
whether  that  is  not  the  hand-wnt- 
in«;  of  Mr.  Donovan  ? 

A.  I  think  that  looks  very  like  it, 
but  1  would  not  take  upon  me  to  say 
it^  is,  when  it  is  signed  "  Williirn 
Wallace;"  I  think  ithjoksvery  likeit- 

Q.  At  the  time  you  received  that 
letter,  did  you  conceive  that  the  body 
of  the  letter  was  of  the  hand-writing 
of  Mr.  Donovan  ?    . 

A.  No,  1  certainly  did  not,  nor 
should  1  without  looking  at  it  again. 
I  would  not  tiiink  that  a  man  would 
presume  to  put  another  man's  si^- 
natuie  ;  and  1  am  not  sure  that  it  is 
his  writing  now,  but  it  is  very  like  it. 

Q.  Was  the  only  reason  for  your 
not  supposing  it  to  be  the  Imnd- 
writinp.  of  Mr.  Donovan  at  the  time 
that  you  received  it,  that  the  signa- 
ture was  the  signature  of  another 
person? 

A.  I  never  made  any  remarks 
upon  it  at  all  ;  perhaps  I  did  not 
read  it. 

Q.  Did  you  put  letters  into  the 
hand  of  a  Member  of  Parliament 
lo  procure  his  recommendation, 
those  letters  being  original  rccom* 
mendations  themselves,  without 
reading  them  ? 

A.    Yes, 
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A.  Yes,  I  should,  because  the 
person  \vc»i](\  takecare  that  it  would 
be  proper  before  he  got  any  thing 
done,  as  General  Clavering  did  ;  he 
went  to  ascertain  the  writing,  and 
found  it  to  be  correct,  as  he  told  me. 
(jI  laugh  !) 

Q.  Look  at  both  the  letters  signed 
*'  Wallace."  [They  were  both  shewn 
to  the  witness.] 

A.  One  is  only  a  copy  of  the  other 
letter.  iMr.  Donovan  has  copied 
this  letter  ;  I  suppose  you  perceive 
that  ;  if  you  read  them,  they  are 
both  the  same. 

Q.  Wben  did  you  receive  the 
ccpy,  and  when  did  you  receive  the 
original  ? 

A.  1  cannot  tell  ;  here  they  both 
are  ;  1  can  tell  nothing  further  than 
that. 

Q.  Did  you  receive  them  both  at 
the  same  time  r     A.I  cannot  tell. 

Q.  The  letters  arc  not  merely  a 
copy ;  one  is  addressed  at  the  bot- 
tom, and  the  other  is  not  ? 
A.  General  Leigh  is  left  out  in  one. 

Q.  Which  is  the  original  .? 

A.  That  I  will  leave  to  the  Ho- 
nourable House  to  find  out  ;  but  the 
other  is  addressed  on  the  outside  to 
General  Leigh,  that  is  the  only  dif- 
ference ;  what  is  at  the  bottom  of 
one  is  on  the  outside  of  the  other  ; 
it  is  only  a  half  sheet  of  paper,  that 
he  could  not  put  it  upon  the  back 
perhaps. 

Q.  How  do  you  know  thatJNIr. 
Donovan  has  copied  the  one  from 
the  other  ? 

A.  Because  it  appears  from  look- 
ing at  them,  I  think  that  the  looking 
at  them  would  convince  any  one. 

Q.  You  have  now  no  doubt  of 
one  of  these  letters  being  Mr.  Dono- 
van's hand -writing  ? 

A.  No,  1  think  one  is  his  hand- 
writing pcrliaps  ;  it  i=;  very  likely  ; 
1  do  not  know. 

Q.  Are  these  the  letters  which  you 
state  yourself,  in  your  letter  to  Do- 
novan of  the  28th  of  January,  to 
have  put  into  xMr.  Wardlc's  hands 
for  the  purpose  oi  facilitating  tlie 
ncgociations? 


A.  Yes,  I  think  they  are  ;  but  Ge- 
neral Clavermg  l)ad  one  ;  I  do  not 
know  what  is  become  of  that. 

Q.  Are  these  all  ilie  letters  you 
pul  into  Mr.  Wardle's  hands  for  the 
purpose  of  facilitating  the  negocia- 
tion?     A.  Yes. 

Q.  And  to  which  you  refer  in  your 
letter  of  the  2Sth  of  January  ? 

A.  \  es. 

Q.  Explain  to  the  Committee  in 
what  manner  you  conceived  these 
letters  in  Mr.  Wardle's  hands  were 
to  facilitate  a  negociation  ? 

A.  He  told  me  he  would  get  some 
recommendations  from  some  mem- 
bers of  Purliament. 

Q.  Mr.  War  die  told  you  that  h* 
would  use  those  letters  ior  the  pur- 
pose of  facilitating  this  negociation, 
by  getting  tlje  signature  of  some 
members  cT  L'arliamenl  ? 

A.  Yes,  he  did,  and  he  has  made 
a  difl'erent  use  of  them  ;  I  dare  say 
he  never  tried. 

Q.  Then  you  were  led  by  Mr; 
Wardle  to  expect  he  would  accom-' 
plish  the  object  for  which  you  put 
these  letters  into  his  hands,  that  of 
facilitating  a  negcciation  frouj  which 
vou  were  lo  rwceive  some  pecuniary 
advantage  ? 

A.  Yes ;  but  I  nnd  now  he  was 
only  laughing  at  me  ;  it  was  only  to 
get  into  the  secrets  of  Donovan  and 

myself. 

(Bij  Mr.  Tracy.) 

Q.  What  was  the  reason  assigned 
for  the  non-payment  of  the  annuity, 
or  was  there  any  reason  assigned? 

A.  There  was  no  reason  whatever 
assigned. 

Q.  Do  you  recollect  what  the  con*- 
ditions  were  upon  which  the  annui* 
ty  was  to  be  p^^id  ^ 

A.  No,  there  were  no  conditionafi 
at  ail;  Mr.  Adam  promised  faith- 
fully, both  to  me  and  to  my  lawyer 
to  see  it  punctually  paid  ;  (j4  ay  oj 
Order  \)  I  believe  you  are  going  fo' 
call  in  Mr.  Reid  ;  it  is  quite  unue- 
ccs?;iry,  for  I  do  not  deny  any  thing 
Mr.  Reid  said  about  sending  me  wine. 

Q.  Why,  if  the  lelteis  now  pro- 
duced 
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duccd  are  the  letters  3'ou  delivered 
to  Colonel  Wardle  lor  the  purpose 
of  facilitatinij;  some  ne^ociations 
wliicli  relate  to  army  proiuotions, 
do  you  describe  one  of  them,  in  your 
letter  of  the  28th  of  January,  as  re- 
ferring to  two  deaneries? 

A.  In  my  opinion  it  did  not  refer 
to  any  such  thing. 

\_Mrs.  darkens  letter  to  Mr.  Donoran, 
of  the  2Sth  ofJaniiari/,  was  read.'] 

Those  are  the  letters  he  took  away. 

Q.  Can  you  state  nearly  the  total 
amount  of  the  different  sums  that 
were  paid  on  your  account  by  the 
Duke  of  York,  during  the  period 
you  continued  under  his  protec- 
tion ? 

A.  I  know  nothing  at  all  about  it, 
^vhat  he  paid. 

Q.  Do  you  recollect  whether  your 
coachman  in  Gloucester-place  was 
on  board-wages  ? 

A.  He  lived  in  the  house  till  he 
married,  and  then  he  was  on  board- 
wages. 

(Mr.  Reid  being  called  as  a  •cvitness,) 

Mrs.  Clarke — I  beg  to  ask,  whe- 
ther it  is  necessary  for  Mr.  Reid  to 
be  called  in  while  I  am  here  ;  may  I 
not  take  the  sense  of  the  Honour- 
able House  upon  that  ?  (Loud 
laughing  "with  cries  of  order !   order  \) 

[il/r.  Reid  not  being  in  attendance,  the 
zvitness  zvas  directed  to  vjithdraiv .1 

(Mr.  Lock  hart  then  put  the  folloiv- 
ingquestions  to  Mr.  Wardle.) 

Q^  Did  Mrs.  Clarke  put  any  let- 
ters into  your  hands,  avowedly  for 
the  purpose  of  facilitating  the  nego- 
ciation,  and  stating  that  to  be  the 
object  ? 

■"  A.  She  put  them  into  my  hands, 
and  said  she\jvished  I  would  get  them 
signed  for  her,  but  till  3he  made 
known  the  circumstance  last  night, 
1  really  did  not  know  what  she 
meant  by  the  term  negociation. 

Q.  What  answer  did  you  make  to 
this  proposal  ? 

A.  Really,  I  believe,  I  said  my 
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friends  Were  on  the  wrong  side  of 
the  House,  or  some  answer  of  that 
description,  and  that  very  little  more 
passed  ;  and  I  took  the  letters,  and 
kept  them  ever,  since 

Q.  Then  if  you  stated,  that  your 
friends  were  on  the  wrong  side  of 
the  House,  what  led  you  to  make 
that  statement,  not  understanding 
what  she  meant  by  fcicilitating  the 
negociation  ? 

A.  Certainly,  when  I  heard  her 
note  read,  I  had  not  the  most  dis» 
tant  idea  of  what  she  meant,  nor  had 

1  till  I  heard   her  state  the  circum 
stance  last  night. 

Q.  Were  the  letters  she  put  into 
your  hands  for  the  purpose  of  faci- 
litating the  negociation,  the  three 
letters  you  have  delivered  in  this 
evening,  or  the  letters  referred  to  in 
her  letter  to  Mr.  Donovan  ot  the 
28th  of  January  ? 

A.  I  believe  the  letters  referred 
to  in  her  letter  of  the  2Sih  of  Ja- 
nuary Avere  on  the  table  of  this 
House  at  the  time  she  wrote  that 
note,  or  very  nearly  so ;  I  bad  the 
letters  she  refers  to  in  that  note  a 
long  period  before  that  letter  was 
Avritten  ;  I  had  the  letters  respect- 
ing the  deanery  and  the  Queen,  I 
believe,  long  prior  to  my  having 
those  I  have  delivered  in  to-night. 

Q.  Then  the  Committee  is  to  un- 
derstand, that  the  letters  referred  t© 
in  Mrs.  Clarke's  letter  to  Mr.  Dono- 
van of  the  28th  of  January,  as  hav- 
ing been  put  into  your  hands  for  the 
purpose  of  facilitating  the  negocia- 
tion,^ were  not  the  letters  described 
by  Mrs.  Clarke  in  her  letter  to  Mr. 
Donovan  ? 

A.  I  should  conceive  it  impossi- 
ble, for  I  had  had  them  a  long  pe- 
riod before,  and  I  believe  they  were 
upon  the  table  of  this  House  at  th« 
time  she  wrote  that  letter. 

Q.  Were  you  aware  that  one  of 
those  letters  which  you  delivered  in 
this  evening  was  in  the-hand-wnting 
of  Mr.  Donovan  ? 

A.  1  certainly  was  not,  I  liardly 
ever  looked  at  them  till  to-day  ;  I 
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perceived  that  one  was  a  copy,  but 
i  never  attended  to  it  at  all. 

{The  follozving  extract  from    Mrs. 
Clarke's  etidence  ii-as  read.'\ 

Q.  "  Explain  to  the  Committee 
iQ  what  manner  you  conceive  those 
letters  in  jMr.  Wardle's  hands  were 
to  facilitate  a  negociation  ?  A.  He 
told  mc  he  would  get  some  recom- 
mendations from  some  Members  of 

Parliament. Q.  Mr.  Wardle  told 

you  that  he  would  use  those  letters 
for  the  purpose  of  facilitating  this 
negociation,  by  getting  the  signature 
of  some  Members  of  Parliament? 
A.  Yes,  lie  did ;  and  he  has  made 
a  different  use  of  them  ;  I  dare  say 
lie  never  tried.'* 

Q.  Is  that  statement  which  has 
just  been  read  true  ? 

A.  I  have  before  stated,  that 
when  Mrs.  Clarke  gave  me  these 
letters,  1  said,  that  my  friends  were 
on  the  wrong  side  of  the  House,  or 
something  of  that  kind  ;  and  I  really 
do  not  recollect  that  any  thing  fur- 
ther passed  upon  the  subject. 

Q.  Did  you  make  the  promise 
which  Mrs.  Clarke  has  stated  you 
made  ? 

A-  I  certainly  did  make  no  direct 
promise;  I  gave  her  that  sort  of 
answer,  which  I  have  a  dozen  times 
repeated  to  this  Committee. 


Q.  Did   you  make   any  promise 
y:Trhatever,  director  indirect? 

A.  I  have  answered  that  question 
frequently  ;  I  never  said  more  to  her 
upon  the  subject   than  I  have  stated  . 
to  the  House. 

(By  Mr.  Croker.) 

Q.  Is 'Mrs.  Clarke's  statement 
true  or  false  ? 

A.  Really,  after  I  have  most  po- 
sitively stated  all  that  passed  upon 
the  suhject,  I  should  think  the  Ho- 
nourable Gentleman  is  as  equal  to 
draw  the  conclusion  as  I  am  my- 
self, it  depends  so  much  ujK)n  the 
impression  at  the  moment,  and  my 
actions  at  !he  tin)e.  I  was  anxious 
to  get  the  letters  ;  that  I  made  any 
direct  or  positive  promisii  I  am  not 
at  all  aware;  by  my  taking  the  let- 
ters away  she  might  draw  tliat  con- 
clusion, but  I  have  not  the  least  re- 
collection of  such  a  promise  having 
been  made  by  me. 

Q.  Can  you  positively  state  to  the 
House  that  you  did  not  give  Mrs. 
Clarke  reason  to  believe  when  you 
left  her,  that  you  would  carry  into' 
effect  her  wishes  as  far  as  was  in 
your  power  ? 

A.  I  have  before  stated,  that  I  do 
not  recollect  making  her  ariy  pro- 
mise whatever. 


Mr.  Croker  insisted  on  tiie  question  being  repeated,  and 
contended  the  honourable  gentleman  was  competent  to  answer  it. 
He  then  left  it  to  the  judgment  of  the  Committee,  whether  it 
ought  or  ought  not  to  be  answered. 

This  produced  a  long  conversation,  in  which  Mr.  Martin,  Mr. 
Bathurst,  Mr.Wbitbread,  the  Attorney-General,  Mr.  C.W.AV^nne, 
Sir  T.  Turtbn,  and  Mr.  Barbara,  took  a  part.  The  latter  gentle- 
man particularly  urged,  that  there  was  an  apparent  impropriety  in 
the  question,  as  it  was  not  a  question  of  fact,  but  of  construction, 
and  the  Committee  had  been  particularly  cautions  to  tell  other 
witnesses  not  to  speak  as  to  opinion  but  "as  to  f\ict  (hear!  hear!) 
while  at  present  the  honourable  member  was  desired  not  only  to 
speak  as  to  his  own  opinion,  but  as  to  the  opinion  of  another. 

At  lengtii  the  Attorney-General  said,  he  would  put  a 
question  which  might  satisfy  the  views  of  the  Committee. 

Q.  Did 
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Q.  Did  you,  dirccUyor  indirectly,  the  answer  I  have  before  repeated, 

promise  Mrs.  Clarke  ll)atyou  ui.uld  might  uM'arectly  lead  he-  to  sunp  )«e 

con^ply  HJth  lier  request  ?  I  woukl   do  it,  is  more  than  Ji  can 

A.    Wlielher   or    Dot    my    taking  say.' 
away  the  letters,  and   making   her 

Mr.  Bekesford  wished  to  ask  a  few  questions  of  the  honour- 
able member. 

LoRL>  FoLKSTONE  Stated,  that  he  never  recollected  a  more 
indecent  proceeding.  Ttie  witness  who  was  examined  at  dje  bar 
was  ordered  to  withdraw  until  the  arrival  of  another  witness,  and 
tben  !us  honourable  friend  was  examined,  by  way  of  interlude, 
until  thai  witness  should  arrive.  After  some  time  had  been  spent: 
in  questioning  him,  not  in  th^  mosst  decorous  manner,  the  Serjeant 
ivas  asked  if  the  person  for  whom  they  waited  v/as  y<?t  come^and  on 
hisrcplv  that  he  was  not,  the  honourable  gentlemyn  wished  to  put 
a  few  more  questions,  to  pass  away  «i  little  more ir^f  the  time. 

Mil.  Bekesfokd  said,  that  he  had  not  communicated  v.iih  a 
single  ii^dividuai  rouiid  liim,  but  thinking  tliat  as  favourable  an 
opportunity  as  would  offer,  he  therefore  proposed  to  question  the 
honourable  member.  U  the  Committee  v;eve  of  opinion  that  this 
was  not  a  proper  time,  he  *nust  submit;  hut  he  would  not  leave 
the  House  this  night  until  be  had  questioned  him. 

Loiin  FoLKSToNE  explained. 

jViu.   Peuckval  stated    his  motive    for   wishing  to  bring  Mr. 
Heid  to  the  bar ;  it  was  that  lie  might  identify  Mrs.  Clarke  as  thq 
person  who  v>as  witlr  Mr.   Dowier.     The  question  that  led  to  the 
debate  was  not  put  by  him,  neither  did  he  take  any  part    in   the 
debate  itself,     lie  thought  that  the  noble  Lord,  instead  of  stigma- 
tisinii:   tiuit  side   of  tiie    House,   in    aeneral,    should    rather  have 
stated  the  persons  be  thouf^ht  censurnble.     He  would  take  iidvan- 
tage  of  tills  opportunity,  if  the  Committee   would   permit  him,  to 
call  their  attention  to   a  most  important  circumstance,  materially 
connected   with  the  business  then   under  inquiry.     The  circum- 
stance to   which   he   alluded,    was  a    iact  new  to   the  House  iii 
general,  but  not  unknown  to  many   persk/ns  on   botii  sides.     Ha 
had  kept  it  a  secret  purpdseiy,  till  the  evidence  was  closed,  con- 
ceiviuiJ:  that  the  most   favourable  opportunity  for  its  introduction. 
He  begged  to  state,  that  if  there  appeared   any  impropriety  in 
withhoidhig  it    from   the  Committee  so  long,    that  impropriety 
was  his  own  ;  His  Royal   Highness  was   most  anxious  th;it   the 
communication  should  be  made.     The  circumstance  to  which  he 
beg2;ed  to  call  tlieir  attention,  was  the  suppression  of  a  most  ma- 
terial testimony,  relating  to   the  charge  re;>peciing  Major  Tonyn. 
That  charge,  as  it  now  stood,  rested  upon  the  evidence  of  Mr. 
Donovan    and   Captain   Huxley  wSandon,  for  t lie  part  which  Mrs. 
Clarke  had  in  the  case,  was  trifling  ai^d  unimportant.     [Here  tiie 
honourable  member  read  part  of  the  evidence  of  these  gentlemen, 
particularly  of  Captain  Sandon,  in  which  he  mentioned  his  hav- 
ing prevailed  on  Captuiin  Tonyn  to  wait  for  a  few  days  longer^ 
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when  be  was  anxious  to  withdraw  his  raemorantlum  from  Mrs. 
Clarke.]  He  couM  not,  he  thought,  more  correctly  introduce 
the  suppression  which  be  rose  to  notice,  than  by  stating  bow  be 
obtciined  the  information.  About  last  Saturday  se'nnigbt  be  had 
received  a  letter,  by  Colonel  Hamilton,  from  Mr.  Adam.  This 
Colonel  Hamikon  commanded  the  baggage  corps  in  which  Sandon 
was  a  captain.  Colonel  Hamilton  stated,  that  understanding 
CajUain  Sandon  to  be  acquainted  with  something  of  the  affair 
before  that  House,  he  desired  him  to  relate  all  he  knew  of  the 
subject.  Captain  Sandon  accordingly  acquainted  him  with  many 
circumstances  ;  all  those,  with  the  exception  of  one,  be  stated  at 
the  bar,  and  that  one  was  the  material  suppression  which  he  (Mr. 
Perces^al)  had  risen  to  explain.  Captain  Sandon  had  stated  to  the 
Colonel,  that  upon  learning  the  dissatisfaction  of  Major  Tonyn, 
and  his  intention  to  withdraw  his  security,  he  informed  Mrs. 
Clarke  of  it.  She  bade  him  go  back,  and  endeavour  to  persuade 
him  to  wait;  and,  in  order  to  induce  him  to  think  that  she  had 
influence  with  his  Royal  Highness  to  effect  his  business,  she  gave 
him  a  letter,  purporting  to  be  a  letter  from  the  Duke  of  York  to 
her,  acquainting  her  that  Captain  Tonyn's  business  was  in  a  state 
of  forwardness,  and  would  be  done.  It  was  the  production  ot 
this  paper  that  induced  the  Major  to  wait  for  a  few  Gazettes,  in 
the  next  of  which  be  was  appointed.  There  was  another  letter 
shewn  him,  purporting  to  be  from  the  same  personage  ;  it  slated, 
that  Captain  Tonyn  should  be  appointed  that  night.  Captain 
Sandon  told  the  Colonel  that  he  might  destroy  this  letter;  but  was 
desired  by  him  to  destroy  it  on  no  account,  as  he  might  be  called 
in  evidence  before  the  House.  As  soon  as  Colonel  Hamilton  came 
to  town,  he  told  his  honourable  friend  opposite,  (Mr.  Adam)  who 
desired  that  he  would  go  to  Captain  Sandon,  and  repeat  his  in- 
junctions again,  and  request  that  he  would  not  destroy  the  note, 
Capiain  Sandon,  on  his  arrival  in  town,  heard  that  he  was  to  be 
examined  by  Mr.  Lowten,  and  also  was  to  see  Mrs.  Clarke  ;  he 
stated  this  to  the  Colonel,  who  mentioned  it  to  the  honourable 
gentleman  opposite,  and  he  communicated  it  to  him,  fMr.  Perceval.) 
The  result  was,  they  advised  Captain  Sandon  to  avoid  seeing  either 
party,  and  give  his  evidence  fairly  to  the  House,  without  any  pre- 
vious conmuuiication.  The  other  point  that  occurred  to  them  was 
to  explain  the  matter  to  the  Duke  of  York,  and  his  learned  and 
honourable  friend  cMr.  Adam)  undertook  to  mention  it.  They 
thought  that,  consisienily  with  their  duty  as  Members  of  Parlia- 
ment, they  could  not  refuse  to  make  it  public.  (Hear!  hear!) 
Colonel  Hamilton  bad  seen  the  note,  and  taken  a  copy  of  it  from 
Captain  Sandon.  When  it  was  stated  to  his  Roval  Highness,  he 
had  no  recollection  of  having  written  any  such  note,  and  was  ot 
opii.ion  that  it  must  be  a  forgery  ;  he  was  desirous  th^t  it  should  be 
obtained  and  examined.  AVith  respect  to  the  latter  note,  men- 
tioning the  day  that  Major  Tonyn  was  gazetted,  bis  Royal  High- 
ness could  not  say,  but  he  might  have  written  it;  had  a  simple 
inquiry,  whether  he  would  be  gazetted  or  not,  been  made,    he 

might 
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might  possibly  have  returned  an  answer  in  the  affirmative.  The  next 
(lay,  which  was  Sunday,  they  saw  Colonel  Hamilton;  he  said  that 
Captain  Sundon  was  willing  to  come  forward^  but  liad  said  to  him, 
*'  1  am  atVaid  you  will  be  extremely  angry  with  me— I  have  de- 
stroyed the  letter,  but  they  have  forgot  it."  They  determined  to 
permit  Captain  Sandon  to  tell  his  own  story,  and  the  House  must 
have  observed  that  he  suppressed  the  mention  of  ihis  letter,  so 
material  to  the  case  before  them;  for  if  it  could  be  obtained,  and 
roved  to  be  a  forgery,  it  would  shew  how  Mrs.  Clarke  was  in  the 
"labit  of  imposing;  on  the  contrary,  if  it  were  proved  to  be  au- 
thentic, it  would  tend  to  countenance  the  charges  submitted  to 
their  judgment.  Under  these  circumstances,  he  thougiit  the  wit- 
ness should  be  called.  He  was  confident  that  the  Committee 
would  not  ascribe  the  delay  of  the  mention  of  this  circumstance  to 
any  improper  motive.  Ilis  honourable  friend  and  iiimself  had 
communicated  it  to  different  friends  in  their  respective  circles,  but 
it  was  not  from  any  feeling  that  the  Committee  would  have  a  want 
of  reliance  upon  themselves  ;  he  therefore  proposed  that  Captain 
Sandon  should  be  called  to  the  bar. 

Mr.  Adam  corroborated  the  statement  of  the  right  hoaourable 
gentleman, 

(Captain  Huxley  Sandon  H'as  ac-  A.  That  is  what  I  can  brins  td 

cordinghf  called  in,  and  examined  my  recolU'Ction. 

by  Mr.  Perceval.)  Q.  That  is  all  you  can  bring  to 

your  recollection.     A.  Yes. 

Q.   You  were  examined  the  other  Q.   Did  it  pass  in  those  nords  ? 

day  on  the  subject  of  Major  Tonyn's  A.  As  nearly  ^s  1  can  recollect, 

promotion  ;    did   you  on  that  occa-  Q.    Do  you    recollect  any  of  the 

sion  stale  all  the  particulars  you  re-  arguments  you    used     to    persuade 

collected  of  that  transaction?  Major   Tonyn    to    think    that   this 

A.  To  the  best  of  my  recollection  friend  of  your's  had  an  opportunitj- 

I  did.  of  influencing  the  Duke  ? 

Q.  You   did   not  keep  back  any  A.   Not  particularly  ;   I  told  hiui 

important  fact  ?  I  thought  he  had  better  wait  two  or 

A,  No,  not  that  I  recollect.  three  Gazettes,    and  most  probably 

Q.  You  staled  that  Major  Tonyn  he  would  be  gazetted  ;  indeed  I  had 

was  dissatisfied  with  the  delay  ;  that  reason^  to    suppose   that  it    would  ; 

you  observed   to   him,  that  he  had  that  was  all  that  I  can  recollect, 

better  wait  a  few  days,   for  that  you  Q.  Did  you  inform  Mr.s.  Claike 

thought  in  all  probability  he  would  of  Mr.  Tonyn's  incUnatiou  to  wiih- 

be  gazetted  ;    and,  after  arguing  the  draw  his  money  ? 

point  for  a  little  time,    he  said,   for  A.    Yes,    I    did  ;    I  wailed  upon 

two  or   three   gazettes    it  does   not  Mrs-  Clarke,  which  I  related  before, 

signify;   let  the  business  go  on  ;  and  and  told  her   he  was  dissatisfied   at 

if  I  find  I  am  gazetted  in  a  week  or  the  delay,  and  desired  he  ujight  have 

ten  days,   the  business  shall  be  as  it  his  memorandum  again,  which  was 

originally  was  ?  for  the  .500  guineas. 

A.    I    believe    that   was   what   I  Q-    Do  you  recollect  what  passed 

mentioned.  with  Mrs.  Clarke  upon  that  •' 

Q.    And  that  was  what  then  pass-  A.   Mrs.    Clarke  said  he   was    a 

cd  J  shabby  fellow,   but  she  wimtcd  mo- 
ney. 


9^y.  an(}  I>f<>grd  tliiH  1  u-ould  desire 
h\m  tijslof)  kiF  u  few  diiVb,  and  must 
pvo'oMlolv  Ive  would  be  aazcnit-'d  ? 

Q.  Thai  is  ^11  tliai  yoa  Citi>  lecol- 
lecl  ti'iat  siie  clt.'siied  ? 

A.  -in  at  IS  all  that  I  can  recollect 
she  desirt^il  ? 

QJYou  arc  quit*  surr  of  llris  ?^ 

A.  To  iho  Dfst  of  my  recoilec- 
tiori^ 

Q.  Rrfolk'ct  youm-lf  t^iorougbly 
Ibat  you  may  not  he  tcd;en  by  i^m-- 
priso';  will  vou  nov."  conliiHie  to 
state-,  thrtt,  U.  ihr  Ix^st  of  yonr  re- 
collection, Uns  v.-as  all  fliat  passed  ? 

A.'  I  tliink  it  is  all  that  passed, 
that  is  ray  opinion, 

Q.  Do  you  recollect  whether  there 
was  a'.iy  paper  shown  to  MajcM" 
Touyn  iathe  course  of  that  conver- 
sation ■' 

A.    A  p:rper,  h.ow  do  yon  mean  ? 

Q,  Was  there  ai.y  paper  shewn  to 
^lajorTonyn  ? 

A.  ]Mr=.  Clarke  gave  me  a  note 
that  I  should  shew  to  him. 

Q.  Then  you  did  not  state  aW 
that  pas?ed  ? 

A.  I  to.:k  her  note,  to  say  that  he 
had  better  wait. 

Q.  A  note  from  Mrs.  Clarke  ? 

A.  Not  immediately  a  note  from 
Mrs.  Clarke  to  him  ;  she  said,  shew 
him  this  n^te.  that  he  bad  better 
wait,  lie  doubted  that ;  he  doubted 
that  I  had  any  body  that  I  could 
apply  to,  he  doubted  my  ability  to 
get  the  situation. 

Q.Then  you  did  use  some  other  ar- 
guments than  those  you  stated  in  your 
evidence  by  the  production  of  this 
note? 

A.  I  merely  sai-d  I  thought  this 
was  the  business.  I  did  not  mention 
who  it  was  that  was  the  interest  ;  I 
said  I  had  a  paper  which  would 
sliew  that  probably  he  had  better 
wait  ;  nje-reiy  to  say,  that  he  had 
better  wait. 

Q.  What  was  the  note  to  say, 
that  Major  Tonyn  had   better  wait  ? 

A.  That  I  canpot  recollect,  I 
cannot  charge  my  memory  v.'hat  it 
was. 


Q.  t)o  you  recollect  from  xvhora 
the  no' e. was 

A,   Fron;>  Mrs.  Clarke. 

Q.  A  note  bom  Mrs.  Clarke  to 
yourself? 

A.  Yes,  merely  to  say  that  if  he 
would  wait  a  little  time  be  woulcj 
have  it. 

Q.  The  note  you  shewed  was  a 
note  front  Mrs.  Clarke  to  youreeif, 
to-  prevail  upon  Major  Tonyn  to 
think  he  had  better  wait  ' 

A.  Whether  the  note  was  address- 
ed to  me,  or  to  any  other  person  f 
Cr'.nnot  s.iy  ;  but  it  wari  said,  you 
had  better  take  this  note  and  she^v 
to  him,  and  let  him  see,  that  if  he 
will  wait  the  thuig  will  be  carried 
through. 

Q,  Vour  recollection  is,  that  it 
was  to  the  effect  of  advising  Major 
Tonyn  to  wait  a  little  whih^  ? 

A.  To  wait  with  patience  for  a  few 
Gazette  days. 

Q.  That  is  the  substance  of  it  ? 

A.  ll>at  was  th«  substance  of  it, 
as  well  as  \  remember. 

Q.  Did  you  see  Mrs.  Clarke 
write  the  note  when  you  called  upon 
her  ? 

A.  I  do  not  recollect  that  I  did. 

Q.  You  are  not  sure  that  you  did 
not  ? 

A.  I  am  neither  sure  that  I  did, 
nor  that  i  did  not,  she  was  very  im- 
patient about  the  money. 

Q.  You  have  no  recollection  whe- 
ther you  saw  her  write  the  note  or 
not  ?      A.    No. 

Q.  Y'ou  are  quite  sure  you  receiv- 
ed a  note  from  her  ? 

A.  Yes,  I  am  quite  sure  I  received 
a  note  from  her. 

Q.  Did  you  see  Mrs.  Clarke  more 
than  once,  to  commimicate  to  her 
the  doubts  of  Major  Tonyn  ? 

A.  I  cannot  recollect,  I  cannot 
call  to  my  memory  whether  I  did 
see  her  again. 

Q.  There  was  not  more  than  one 
note? 

A.  No,  I  had  only  that  piece  of 
paper  which  I  mentioned. 

Q.  Do  you  recollect  what  you  did 

with 


567 


with  the  note  ;  did  you  give  it  to 
Major  Toiiyn  ? 

A.  Tha.1  i  do  i)ot  recoH<^ct,  wbe- 
thvr  I  gave  it  to  Mtyor  I'omn  or 
what  becHUieof  ihe  note. 

Q.   \vii  really  <io  not  recollect  ? 
A.  No,  i  do  ntu. 

Q.  Thougb  you  are  not  quite  sure 
Avbelher  you  baw  Mv^.  Ciarke  write 
the  ijote  or  not,  are  you  certain 
^vlictl,e^  it  was  Mrs.  Clarke'ii  hand- 
writing ? 

A.  1  cannot  pretend  to  say,  I  ra- 
ther think  it  was. 

Q.  Have  vou  always  stated  this 
part  ot  the  case  in  the  same  way  ? 

A.  1  believe  I  have,  I  think  I 
have, 

Q.  Did  you  never  tell  any  body 
that  this  note  was  a  note  in  the 
muid-wriliiig  of  His  Royal  Highness 
the  Duke  of  York  ? 

A.  Not  that  I  reccllect. 
Q.  Are  you  sure  of  that  ? 
A.  I  am  very  contideiit  of  it. 
Q.  When  did  you   tirst   hear  of 
these    charges    against    iii^    Royal 
Highness  the  Duke  of  Y'ork  ? 

A.  1  landed  at  Plymouth,  I  think, 
on  the  2-l:th  of  the  month,  cind  in 
coming  from  Plymouth  to  Ports- 
mouth, by  accident  1  took  up  the 
Traveller,  and  there  I  read  these 
charges. 

Q.:  Do  you  know  Colonel  Ha- 
milton ? 

A.  Perfectly  well  ;  I  have  the 
honour  of  being  iu  the  regiment  with 
him. 

Q.  Did  you  represent  to  Colonel 
Hamilton  this  part  of  the  story  in 
the  way  you  have  represeuted  it 
now  ? 

A.  I  certainly  asked  Colonel  Ha- 
milton's advice'  how  I  should  act 
upon  the  business,  being  the  Colonel 
of  the  regiment  I  belonged  to,  and 
J  related  chiefly  what  I  knew  of  the 
business. 

Q,  What  you  have  stated  now  ? 
voA.  Yes. 

Q.  Recollect  yourself;  did  vou 
JJOt  state  to  Colonel  Hamilton  that 
l"e  npte  which  you  shewed  to  Maj(n' 


■  ij. 


Tonvn   was  in   the  baiid -writing  of 
the  Duke  of  York  ?  "^ 

A,   1  do  n(jt  recollect  tJiat     did, 
Q.  Could  vou  have  done -so  ? 
A.   i  should  nnugint:;  not, 
.    Q.    Are  you    smc    you   did    not 
shew  hi(ii  the  note  ? 

A.   J-t  i  hud,  I  certainly  shoidd  not 
have  forgotten  it. 

Q.  '^i  hat  is  not  quite  an  answer  t» 
the  question. 

A.   I  had  not  the  note  to  shew. 
Q.   Did   you   not  either  give  or 
permit  Colonel   Harmlton  to  lake  u 
copy  of  this  very  note  tliat  we  avis 
talking  of  ;* 

A.  Not  that  I  know  of. 
Q.You  surely  must  know  that  fact, 
whether  you   gave   liiui  a  copy,  or 
gave  him  an  opportunity  of  taking 
a  copy  of  this  note  ? 

A.  I  really  cannot  bring  it  to  my 
recollection. 

Q.  If  you  had  not  the  note  in  your 
possession,  you  surely  would  be  able 
to  bring  to  your  recollection  whe- 
ther _>ou  gave  him  an  opportunity 
of  copying  it  ? 

A.  I  rather  think  there  was  some- 
thing of  a  note. 

Q.  WUf^n  was  it  that  you  now 
begin  to  recollect  .there  was  sornfc- 
thing  of  a  note  ? 

A.  It  must  be  when  Colonel  Ha- 
milton  took   the   note,   or  saw  tl^e 
note. 
Q.  Then  he  did  take  the  note  ? 
A.   He   must  have  seen  the  note 
of  course,  if  he  took  a  copy  of  it. 

Q.  You  told  me  you  thonght  he 
did  not  take  a  copy  of  it  ? 

A.  I,  cannot  pretend  to  say  whe- 
ther he  took  a  copy  of  it. 

Q.  Do  you  n^ean  to  say  that  there    . 
was   or   was    not  a  note   rcferrable 
upon  this  subject,  which  }ou  shewed 
to  Colonel  Hamilton  ? 

A.  Y'es,  1  think  there  u'as  a  note. 
Q.    Was   it   the   same   noie  you 
shewed  to  Major  Tonyn  ? 

A.  That  I  do  not  recollect;  I 
rather  suppose  it  must  have  beea 
the  note  that  I  did  shew  to  Major 
Tonyn. 

Q.  Did 
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Q.  Did  you  tell  Colonel   Haniil-  A.  No,  never  did  I  say  that  I  bad 

toil  that  it  was  the  same  note  ?  destroyed  it,  to  any  body. 

Ai  I  do   not   recolifct   that   cir-  Q.  Did  you  not  tell  Colonel  Ha- 

cumstnnce  at  all,    uhetlier  I  did  tell  milton  that  you  had  destroyed  it  i 

Col.  Hanulton  it  was  the  same  note.  A.  No. 

Q.    Your    memory,    at  the  hist  Q.  That  you  are  positive  of  .> 

time  a  question  is  put  to  you,  is  not  A.  That  I  am  certain  of. 

always  so  perfect  as  it  is  afterwards  ;  Q.   Did  Colonel   Hamilton   ever 

do  you    recollect  whether  you   did  desire  you  not  to  destroy  it  ? 

represent  It  to  Colonel  Hanidton   as  A.  Colonel  Hamilton  desired  me 


the   S'dme    note  you  had   shewn   lo 
31ajor  Tonyn  ? 

A.    I  shewed   Colonel  Hamilton 

the  note. 


Q.  You  now  recollect  that  there     destroy  it  ? 


to  speak    every   thing  that  I  knew, 
and  to  shew  every  thing  I  had. 

Q.    Did  he  nut  expressly  desire 
you  to  copy  that  paper,  and  not  to 


was  a  note,  and  ihatyou  shewed  it 
to  Colonel  Hamilton? 

A.  Yes,  i>erfectly. 

Q.  What  is  become  of  that  note  ? 
.  A.  I  believe  the  note  is  mislaid. 

Q.  When  did  you  see  it  hisi  ? 

A.  1  saw  It  about  six  days  ago,  I 

think. 

Q.  A  note  that  you  did  not  recol- 
lect to  have  been  in  existence  when 
vou  began  your  examination,  you 
now  recollert  to  have  been  in  exis- 
tence six  days  ago.     A.  Y'es. 


A.  He  desired  me  not  to  destroy 
any  paper  I  had. 

Q.  Did  he  not  expressly  desire  you 
not  to  destroy  that  paper  ? 

A.  Certainly. 

Q.  Did  he  not  do  that  more  than 
once  ? 

A.  I  am  sure  I  do  not  know  ;  I 
have  not  more  than  once  conversed 
with  him.    ~ 

Q.  You  had  conversation  with 
him  at  Portsmouth,  had  not  you  ? 

A.  Yes,  but  he  did  not  know  that 


Q.  Have  you  looked  for  it  lately  ?  I  had  this  paper,  for  I  hardly  knew 

A.  Yes.  it  myself. 

Q.  When  ?  Q-  Did  "ot  you  tell  him  you  had 

A.*  Y'esterday,  and  the  day  before,  a  paper  which  you  might  destroy  if 

Q.  This  note,  which  you  did  not  you  pleased  ?     A.  No. 

I  1 :.     r.i i  r\     "KT  ^.^  .,»•£»  ni  lit  ilk  CM 


recollect  to  have  been  in  existence  ? 

A.  It  is  true  ;  could  I  have  found 
it,  I  should  have  brought  it. 

Q.  1  think  you  were  examined 
just  six  days  ago  ? 

A.  Was  it  six  ?  I  really  do  not 
recollect  the  day. 

Q.  Did  you  see  that  note  the  day 
of  your  last  examination  ? 

A.  It  might  be  the  day  after  or 
the    day,    but    I  cannot    recollect 

which. 

Q.  Y'ou  have  done  all  you  could 
within  these  few  days  to  find  it  ? 

A.  1  certainly  have. 

Q.  Are  you  quite  sure  you  have 
not  actually  destroyed  it  ? 

A.  That  I  am  very  confident  I 
Jjave  not. 


Q.  You  are  quite  sure  of  that  ? 

A.  Yes. 

Q.  And  that  he  did  not  advise 
you  upon  that  occasion  not  to  de- 
stroy it ' 

A.  If  I  had  had  any  idea,  I  might 
have  destroyed  it  without  telling 
him  ;  I  told  him,  and  he  advised 
me  not  to  destroy  it. 

Q.  Where  was  this  ? 

A.  At  Portsmouth. 

Q.  Had  he  it  at  Portsmouth? 

A.  1  had  not  the  paper  with  me 
at  Portsmouth  ;  I  told  him  I  thought 
there  was  a  note  in  existence  ? 

Q.  Upon'that  occasion  he  did  ad- 
vise you  not  to  destroy  it  ? 

A.  He  did  advise  me  not  to  de- 
stroy it ;  he  said,  do  not  you  destroy 


Q.  Are  you  quite  sure  that  you     a  single  thing. 
bave  not  said  you   h^d  destroyed        Q.  Wlien  was  it  that  Colonel  Ha- 
1^  >  milton  took  a  copy  o£  this  paper  -    ^ 
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A.  I  believe  it  was  the  day  after 
he  came  to  town. 

Q.   Po    you  recollect  where  yoa 
were  when  he  took  this  copy  ? 
A.  It  vas  at  thecoflee-house. 
Q.  At  what  coffee-house,   in  what 
pari  of  the  town  ? 

A.  I  think  it  is  Southampton- 
row.    . 

Q.  When  Colonel  Hamilton  took 
this  copy,  did  he  again  remark  to 
you,  that  you  should  keep  this  pa- 
per, and  not  destroy  it  ? 

A.  He  desired  me  not  to  destroy 
it. 

Q.   Did  he  at  no  second  time  de- 
sire you  not  to  destroy  the  paper  ? 
A.  Certainly. 

Q.  Did  you  see  Colonel  Hamilton 
again  in   the    course  of  the    same 
day  ? 
A.  I  rather  think  I  did. 
Q.  Where  did  you  see  him  ? 
A.  I  saw  liim  at  the  British  Cof- 
fee-house. 

Q.  What  did  Colonel  Hamilton 
say  to  you  when  you  saw  him  at  the 
British  Coffee-house  ? 

A.  It  was  upon  regimental  busi- 
ness I  met  him  then. 

Q.  There  was  no  reference  at  all 
to  this  subject  ? 

A.  Nothing  to  this,  I  do  not  re- 
collect a  word. 

Q. 'Do  not  you  recollect  that  he 
did  upon  that  occasion  also  desire 
*  you  not  to  destroy  the  note  ? 
A.  No,  I  do  not  recollect  that. 
Q.  Did  he  not  give  you  some  ad- 
vice with  respect  to  your  conduct 
3'eferrable  to  these  charges  ? 

A.  The  same  advice  that  he  had 
given  me  before. 

Q.  Which  was,  that  you  should 
not  destroy  the  paper  ? 

A.  To  speak  all  I  knew,  and  not 
destroy  the  paper  ;  but  this  was  in 
the  mornins,  not  at  the  secowd  time 
when  I  saw  him  at  the  British  Coi- 
fee-liouse ;  we  came  into  the  street 
together,  he  went  one  way  and  I 
another. 

Q.  Then  nothing  passed  between 
Colonel  Hamilton  and  you  upon  the 
no,  14- 


subject  of  these  charges  at  the  Bri- 
tish Coffee-house  ? 

A.  I  do  not  recollect  that  there 
was. 

Q.  Do  not  you  recollect  Colonel 
Humilton  advising  you  not  to  suffer 
yourself  o  be  examined  upon  the 
siibjrct.  before  you  came  to  the  bar 
of  the  House? 

A.  I  believe  not  at  that  period ; 
he  told  me,  when  I  was  speaking  to 
him  in  the  morning,  you  had  better 
be  quiet  upon  the  subject,  say  no- 
thing to  any  body  upon  the  subject, 
but  when  you  are  called  speak  what 
you  know,  and  do  not  destroy  the 
paper. 

Q.  Do  you  not  recollect,  that  at 
the  British  Coffee  -  house,  Colonel 
Hamilton  advised  you  not  to  submifc 
to  examination,  but  to  speak  the 
truth  when  you'  came  here;  and 
above  all  things,  not  to  destroy  that 

note  ? 

A.  Not  at  the  British  Coffee- 
house. 

Q.  Did  he,  at  any  place  subse- 
quent  to  your  meeting  with  him  at 
the  Coffee-house  in  Southampton- 
row,  in  the  course  of  that  day  ? 

A.  r  do  not  think  I  have  seen 
him  more  than  three  times  since  I 
have  been  in  London,  and  he  has 
been  with  his  regiment  at  Croy- 
don. 

Q.  You  did  see  him  a  second 
time  that  morning  ? 

A.  Al  the  British  Coffee-house. 

Q.  And  upon  the  occasion  of  see- 
ing him  at  that  coffee-house,  or 
your  going  from  that  coffee-house, 
"did  he  not  repeat  this  advice  ? 

A.  I  do  not  recollect  that  he 
did. 

Q.  Do  you  net  recollect ^  stating 
to  Colonel  Hamilton  that  you  would 
follow  his  advice,  but  that  he  would 
be  very  angry  with  you,  for  that 
since  Iw  had  seen  you  last  you  had 
destroyed  that  paper  ? 

A.  Never  such  a  conversation 
took  place  between  us. 

Q.  Neither   at  that  time  or  any 
other?    A.  No. 
3  A  Q-  Yew 
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Q.  You  never  stated  to  Colonel 
Hamillon  that  you  had  destroyed 
that  paper  ?     A.  No. 

Q.  Did  you  tell  Colonel  Hamilton 
that  there  was  another  paper  that 
you  had  shewn  to  INIajor  Tonyn, 
when  the  promotion  was  gazetted  ? 

A.  I  had  not  another  letter,  1 
could  not  tell  him  that. 

Q.  It  does  not  follow  that  because 
you  had  not  it,  you  could  not  tell 
him  you  had  had  it? 

A.  I  never  had  it. 

Q.  Did  you  tell  him  you  had  had 
it?     A.  No. 

Q.  You  did  not  tell  him  you  had 
had  it,  and  given  it  to  Major  Tonyn  ? 

A.  No. 

Q.  When  did  you  see  this  paper 
last  ? 

A.  I  think  it  is  about  five  or  six  days 


«go. 


Q.  Where? 

A.  Ill  my  own  room. 

Q.  Have  you  seen  it  since  you  were 
examined  last  ?     A.  No. 

Q.  Are  you  sure  of  that? 

A.  Sure  of  it. 

Q.  You  stated,  just  now,  you  had 
seen  it  either  the  dav  before  or  the 
day  after  ? 

A.  That  was  the  time  I  saw  it. 

Q.  Did  any  body  else  see  it  at  that 
time  ?     A.  Not  that  I  recollect. 

Q.  Have  you  #hewn  it  to  any  body 
else  besides  Colonel  Hamilton  since 
you  have  been  in  town  ?     A.  No. 

Q.  W^here  did  you  put  it  v/hen  you 
saw  it  last  ? 

A.  ^mongsome  other  papers  wliich 
I  had  in  my  bureau. 

Q.  You  are  <juite  confident  you 
have  not  got  it  now  ? 

A.   I  have  ujislaid  it  somewhere. 

Q.  Did  you  carry  it  about  with  you 
in  your  pocket  at  any  time  ? 

A.  Never. 

Q.  Was  it  with  vou  when  vou 
were  in  Spain  ?     A.  No. 

Q.  How  came  it  to  be  with  you  in 
the  coffee-house  in  Southampton-row, 
if  you  never  carried  it  about  with 
you? 

A.  To  shew  Coloael  HamiltoB. 


Q.  Had  you  it  with  you  'when  you 
were  at  the  British  Coffee-house  ?    " 

A.  No. 

Q.  Had  you  gone  home  between 
being  at  the  coffee-house  in  Southamp- 
ton-row and  coming  to  the  Erilish  Cof- 
fee-house ?     A.  Yes. 

Q.  Where  do  vou  live? 

A.  In  Lvon's  Inn. 

(By  Earl  Temple.) 

Q.'  You  stated  that  Mrs.  Clarke 
gave  you  the  note  in  question  ? 

A.  Yes. 

Q.  Did  you  read  the  note  when  she 
gave  it  to  you  ? 

A.  I  believe  I  did. 

Q.  Wd.s  it  a  sealed  note  or  an  open 
note  } 

A.  An  open  note. 

Q.  You  stated  that  you  had  not  the 
note  with  you  abroad  ;  where  did  you 
lodge  before  you  went  abroad  ? 

A.   At  Lyon's  Inn. 

Q.  Did  you  leave  your  papers  at 
Lyon's  [nn  ?     A.  Certainly. 

Q.  The  note  you  say  was  not  a 
sealed  note  ;  to  whoni  was  it  directed  ? 

A.  I  do  not  recollect  that  it  had  any 
address.  , 

Q.  You  surely  must  recollect  when 
you  read  the  note  ;  did  you  read  it 
when  Airs.  Clarke  delivered  it  to  you  ? 

A.  It  is  so  long  ago  I  do  not  recol- 
lect; it  is  five  years  ago  nearly,  and  I 
cannot  charge  my  memory  whether  I 
read  it  or  not. 

{Bsj  Mr.  Cavendish.) 

Q.  Vv'ere  you  not  to  receive  some 
pecuniary  consideration  from  some 
person  or  other  on  the  gazetting  of 
Major  Tonyn  ? 

A.  Not  a  farthing. 

Q.  Why  were  you  so  anxious  that 
Major  Tonyn  should  wait  a  few  days 
in  hopes  of  his  being  gazetted  ? 

A.  To  oblige  Mrs.  Clarke,  whp 
wanted  the  money  exceedimxlv. 

Q.  Vv'ere  you  confident  that  he 
would  be  gazetted  in  a  few  days, 
from  the  influence  of  Mrs.  Clarke? 

A.  No,  [  doubted  her  influence 
very  much  then. 
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{By  Mr.  Whitrread.) 

Q.  Can  you  by  any  possibility  now 
produce  the  note  ? 

A.   It  is  not  about  me  ? 

Q.  Can  you  by  any  possibility  now 
produce  the  note  ? 

A.  If  1  can  possibly  find  it  I  will 
produce  it. 

Q.  Is  it  possible  that  you  should 
find  it? 

A.  I  have  searclied  cA-ery  where, 
and  I  cannot  lind  it. 

Q.  Is  it  possible  that  you  should 
ilnd  it  ? 

A.  i  sho<.ild  hope  it  is  possible. 

Q.  What  if  the  ground  of  that 
hope  ? 

A.  Having  put  it  among  other  pa- 
pers in  my  bureau. 

Q.   Is  it  then  in  the  bureau  ? 

A.  That  I  do  not  know. 

Q.  H.Ti  any  body  access  to  that 
bureau  but  yourself? 

A.  Now  and  then  my  wife. 

Q.  Do  you  know  that  that  note  is 
now  in  the  possession  of  your  wife  or 
an}'  other  person  ? 

A.  Not  to  the  b€st  of  my  know- 
ledge. 

Q  Hare  you  given  that  note  into 
the  powession  of  any  body  to  be  kept  ? 

A.  No. 

Q.  Have  you  given  it  into  the  pos- 
session of  any  person  to  be  handed  to 
another  person  to  be  kept  ?      A.  No. 

Q.  Is  it  or  is  it  not  destroyed  ? 

A.  Not  to  the  best  of  my  know- 
ledge. 

Q.  Have  you  given  it  to  any  person 
to  be  destroyed  ? 

A.  Never  to  the  best  of  my  know- 
ledge ;  I  have  not  destroyed  it. 

Q.  Do  you  know  that  it  is  de- 
stroyed ? 

A.  I  am  pretty  clear  that  it  is  not 
destroyed. 

ml 

Q.  If  you  are  pretty  clear  that  it  is 
not  destroyed,  where  did  you  put  it 
when  you  last  saw  it  ? 

A.  Among  some  apers  in  my  bu- 
reau. 

Q.  Have  yout-^  .  e\  of  that  bu- 
reau now  about  you  i 

A.  No,  I  believe  mv  wife  has  it. 


Q.  What  makes  you  so  clear  that 
it  is  not  destroyed  ? 

A.  Because  I  never  desired  it  should 
be  destroyed. 

Q.  When  you  say  you  never  de- 
sired it  should  be  destroyed,  that  an- 
swer has  reference  to  some  other  per- 
son to  whom  that  desire  must  have 
been  expressed  if  you  havedesired  it; 
whom  do  you  mean  when  you  refer  to 
some  other  person,  to  whom  such  de- 
sire must  have  been  expressed  ? 

A.  I  know  of  no  other  person  in  the 
business. 

Q.  Then  what  do  you  mean  by 
saying  you  never  desired  it  should  be 
destroyed  ?  • 

A.  I  was  asked  if  I  had  desired  it 
should  be  destroyed,  and  I  said  no. 

Q.  You  were  asked  whether  it  was 
destroyed. 

A.  And  I  said,  not  by  my  desire. 

Q.  You  neither  destroyed  it  your- 
self, nor  desired  any  other  person  to 
destroy  it? 

A.  No. 

Q.  Then  it  is  in  existence? 

A.   I  should  hope  it  is. 

Q.  You  say  that  you  put  this  paper 
iato  a  bureau  with  other  papers,  when 
did  you  do  that? 

A.  I  believe  it  was  at  the  time,  of 
course  the  last  time  1  saw  it,  which 
might  be  five  or  six  days  ago. 

Q.  How  long  was  it  before  you 
v.'cre  examined  here  before  ? 

A.  I  do  not  recollect. 

Q.  In  what  room  in  your  house  is 
this  bureau  in  which  you  say  you  put 
it? 

A.  l^t  is  in  my  sitting  room  ;  I  have 
but  one  sitting  room. 

Q.  Have  you  searched  that  bureau 
for  it  since  ? 

A.  I  have  looked  for  it,  but  could 
not  fmd  it. 

Q,  Have  you  examined  the  papers 
in  that  bureau  to  see  whether  it  is 
among  them  ? 

A.  I  have  a  variety  of  papers,  it 
may  be  among  them  ;  I  have  search- 
ed, but  could  not  fjnd  it. 

Q.  Do  you  mean  to  say  you  have 
searched  in  that  bureau  for  it? 

A.  Yes. 

5^2  {B^ 
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{Bij  Sir  S.  Romilly.) 

Q.  You  have  said  that  you  saw  this 
paper  six  days  ago,  was  that  the  same 
paper  which  was  given  to  you  by  Mrs. 
Clarke?     A.  I  think  it  was. 

Q.  Are  you  sure  that  it  was  ? 

A.  I  am  %-ery  certain  that  it  was. 

Q.  Did  you  read  it  six  days  ago  ? 

A.  No. 

Q.  If  you  did  not  read  it  six  days 
ago,  how  are  you  sure  it  was  the  same 
paper  you  received  from  Mrs.  Clarke  ? 

A.  It  is  a  remarkable  piece  of  pa- 
per, and  I  could  not  forget  it. 

Q.  AVhat  was  there  remarkable  in 
the  paper  but  the  writing  on  it? 

A.  Dirty. 

Q.  You  have  said  that  you  saw  the 
paper  six  days  ?go,  and  that  you  look- 
ed for  it  two  days  apo  ;  where  did  vou 
look  for  it  two  da\s  ago  ? 

A.  Where  I  had  supposed  I  had 
put  it,  in  the  bureau. 

Q.  You  said  that  you  left  it  six  days 
ago  with  Other  papers  in  a  bureau  ; 
•when  you  looked  two  days  ago,  were 
the  other  papers  there  ? 

A.  1  think  thev  are. 

Q.  And  this  paper  was  the  only 
one  then  missing? 

A.  It  appparf^d  so  to  me. 

Q.  Who  hadthekey  of  your  bureau, 
betv.'een  this  six  days  ago  and  the 
two  days  ago  ? 

A.  Sometimes  myself,  sometimes 
my  wife,  sometimes  it  is  left  in  the 
bureau. 

Q.  Do  you  think  that  if  a  messen- 
ger was  sent  with  you  now  to  your 
rooms,  you  could  find  the  papers  ?* 

A.  I  really  do  not  know. 

Q.   What  do  you  believe  ? 

A.  I  really  cannot  tell ;  T  looked 
two  or  three  times  for  it,  and  I  could 
not  find  it  two  days  ago  ;  it  is  mislaid 
in  some  place  or  other. 

Q.  What  reason  had  you,  in  the 
beginning  of  your  evidence  th's  night, 
for  saying  you  did  not  believe  such  a 
paper  had  ever  existed  ? 

A.  It  was  a  very  unpleasant  clrcum- 
!5tance,  and  I  would  have  wishejj  to 
have  forgotten  it.  '^ 


Q.  What  circumstance  do  you  meaE 
was  unpleasant  ? 

A.  The  whole  of  the  business  I 
thought  unpleasant. 

Q.  Why  did  you,  having  come  to 
the  bar  of  this  House  to  disclose  every 
thing  else  you  knew  upon  the  subject, 
think  this  circumstance  particularly 
unpleasant  ? 

A.  I  did  not  think  this  circumstance 
particrilarly,  but  the  whole  of  it,  as  I 
mentioned  before,  unpleasant. 

Q.  When  you  shewed  this  note  to 
Colonel  Hamilton,  and  he  took  a  copy 
of  it,  did  you  at  that  time  read  it? 

A.  No,* I  did  not. 

Q.  When  you  first  mentioned  the 
note  to  Colonel  Hamilton,  how  did 
3'ou  describe  it? 

A.  Speaking  of  the  promotion  of 
Major  Tony  n,  I  said  there  was  a  note 
in  mr  possession  that  mentioned  some- 
thing about  his  promotion, 

Q.  By  whom  did  you  state  that 
note  to  have  been  v.ritten? 

A.  I  cannot  take  upon  me  to  say. 

Q  Can  you  take  upon  yourself  io 
say  you  did  not  state  it  to'have  beea 
written  by  the  Duke  of  York  ? 

A.  I  never  saw  the  Duke  of  York^s 
hand-writing,  and  therefore  I  could 
not. 

Q.  Can  you  take  upon  yourself  io 
say  you  did  not  state  it  to  have  been 
written  by  the  Duke  ©f  York? 

A.  I  certainly  could  not 

Q.  Did  you?     A.  No,  I  did  not 

Q.  Did  you  state  it  to  have  been 
written  in  the  name  of  the  Duke  of 
York?     A.  No. 

Q.  In  whose  name  did  you  state  it 
to  have  been  wriiten  ? 

A.  I  stated  no  name. 

Q.  As  you  permitted  Colonel  Ha- 
milton to  take  a  copy  of  this  note,  did 
you  yourself  take  a  copy  of  it? 

A.  No,  having  the  original  ther« 
was  no  occasion. 

Q.  Did  you  think  this  a  note  of 
any  importance? 

A.  No,  I  did  not 

Q.  Was  the  copy  Colonel  Hamilton 
took  of  the  note  a  correct  copy  ? 

A.  I  do  not  know, 

a.  Di«l 
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Q.  Did  you  read  the  copy  which 
Coio.iel  Hamilton  took?     A.  No. 

Q.  Was  there  any  signature  to  the 
note  ? 

A.  To  the  best  of  mv  recollection, 
none. 

Q.  Did  you  know  whose  hand- 
writing it  was?     A.  No. 

Q.  "^Do  you  know  Mrs.  Clarke's 
hand-writing? 

A.  Sometimes.     (^  laugh.) 

Q.  Was  it  in  her  hand  writing  ^ 

A.  I  really  cannot  take  upon  me  to 
lay. 

Q.  Did  you  ever  see  her  v/rite  ? 

A.  llepeatedly. 

Q.  Does  Mrs.  Clarke  write  .'n  dif- 
ferent hand-writings,  or  aK/ays  in  her 
own  ? 

A.  I  have  repeatedly  had  notes 
from  Mrs.  Clarke,  which  have  been 
written  so  differently  that  I  could  not 
have  supposed  them  to  be  the  same 
person's  writing. 

Q.  Have  you,  either  before  or  after 
you  communicated  this  note  to  Colo- 
nel Hamilton,  had  any  conversation 
or  communication  with  any  person 
whatever  respecting  that  note  ? 

A.  'Not  to  the  best  of  my  recollec- 
tion. 

(By  Sir.  James  Graham.) 

Q.  Was  any  person  present,  six 
days  ago  and  two  days^  ago,  when  you 
were  searching  for  this  note  ? 

A.  No. 

Q.  You  are  sure  there  was  no  per- 
son in  the  room  at  the  time  ? 

A.  No,  except  my  wife,  she  might 
be  in  the  room. 

Q.  Had  your  wife  and  you  any 
conversation  upon  this  subject? 

A.  Of  course,  a  great  deal,  which 
we  have  every  day. 

Q.  Did  she  ever  state  to  you  she 
had  destroyed  the  note  ?     A.  Never. 

Q.  Did  she  ever  state  to  you  that 
•she  had  delivered  it  to  any  other  per- 
son ?     A.  Never. 

Q.  Did  you  ever  desire  her  to  take 
itoutof  the  bureau  ?     A.  Never, 

(By  Mr.  Bathurst.) 
Q.  How  was  the  copy  taken  ? 


A.  Colonel  Hamilton  copied  if, 

Q.  Was  it  compared  with  the  origi- 
nal after  it  was  copied  ? 

A.  Not  that  I  know  of. 

Q.   Where  did  you  put  it  after  it 
was  copied  ? 

A.  Into  my  pocket-book. 

Q.  With  other  papers  or  singly  ? 

A.  Singly. 

Q.  Did  you  go  home  from  the  cof- 
fee-house?    A.  Immediately. 

Q.  Hovf  did  you  deposit  it  in  the 
bureau  ? 

A.  By  putting  it  into  the  bureau, 

Q.  Did  you  put  it  in  a  bundle  with 
any  other  papers  ? 

A.  Not  that  I  recollect. 

Q.  Endeavour  to  answer  positively 
to  questions  within  vour  own  know- 
ledge. 

A.  I  cannot  recollect  whether  I 
did  or  not. 

Q.  Have  you  searched  ail  your 
bundles  of  papers  s.z-  w^eli  as  your  loose 
paper?  ? 

A.  Generally  speaking,  I  think  I 

Q.  How  can  y'ou  undertake  to  say- 
it  is  not  in  your  bureau,  if  you  have 
not  searched  all  your  papers  ? 

A.  I  think  1  have  searched  all  my 
papers. 

Q.  When  you  met  Colonel  Hamil- 
ton at  the  British  Coif i^e- house,  you 
say  you  did  not  tell  him  it  was  de- 
stroved  ? 

A.  Certainly  not. 

Q.  Did  you  say  any  thing  to  hiin 
about  the  note  ? 

A.  I  had  no  conversation  with  him 
upon  the  subject. 

Q.  "Then  you  did  not  say  to  him 
that  "  they  had  forgot  the  note  }** 

A.  No,  "  they  forgot  it." 

Q.  Any  suck  words  as  that  ? 

A.  No'. 

Q.  What  is  it  makes  this  particular 
circumstance  of  the  note  so  unpleasant 
to  you  ? 

A.  It  is  no  further  unpleasant  than 
my  losing  the  note ;  if  I  could  find  it 
I  should  produce  it  with  the  gp/.  est 
pleasure. 

Q.  Did  not  you  say,  that  the  rt-  .-on 
for  your  not  admitting  that  you  kt.    v 

of 
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«fthis  note,   at  the  beginning  of  this  conceive  in  confessing  you  have  lost 

examination,  was,  that  it  was  an  un-  it,  if  it  be  true  ? 

pleasant  circumstance  that  you  wished  A.  That   is    the  unpleasant   part, 

to  forget?  that  I  have  lost  it. 

A.  The  whole  of  the  business  I  con-  Q.  V/hat  is  the  unpleasant  part  ? 

ceive   to    be  unpleasant,    and   I  was  A.  That  1  have  lost  it. 

very  sorry  that  I  had  any  thinr;  to  do  Q.  How  can  the  circumstance  of 

with  it.  your  having  lost  it,  induce  you  to  deny 

Q.  What  is  there  particularly  un-  your  ever  having  had  it? 

pleasant  in  the  circumstance  of.  this  A.  From  the  reason  that  it  vkis  un- 

note?  pleasant  throughout  the  whole. 

A.  My  having  lost  it  or  mislaid  it,  Q.   Did  you  not  deny,  at  the  first 

Q.  How  can  the  circumstance  of  part  of  your  examination,   that  you 

your  having  lost  it,  induce  you  to  deny  had  such  a  note  ? 

your  ever  having  had  it?  A.  I  conceived   that  I  had  iVDt  the 

A.  From  the  reason  that  it  was  un-  note, 

pleasant  throughout  tlie  whole.  Q.   Were  you  asked,  whether  you 

Q.  What  is  the  unpleasantness  you  had  not  the  note  now,  or  whether  such 

conceive  in  confessing  you  have  lost  a  note  had  ever  been  in  existence  ? 

it,  if  it  be  true?  A.  I  was  asked,  in  the  first  instance, 

A.  I  should  be    very  sorry  that  I  whether  the  note  was   in    existence, 

had  lost  it,   and  I  hope  1  GJiali  find  or  whether  a  note  was  in  existence, 

it.  and    I   believe  I    doubted   it;    since 

Q.  What  is  the  unpleasantness  you  which  I  have  recollected  it. 

At  the  request  of  ihe  Speaker,  (Mr.  Abbot,)  the  witness  was  or- 
dered  to  witndraw. 

The  Speaker  then  addressed  the  Chairman.  There  can  be  but  one 
course  the  Committee  ought  to  follow,  I  therefore  move,  "That  Capt. 
Huxley  Sandon,  in  the  course  of  his  evidence,  has  been  guilty  of  gross 
prevarication." — (A  loud  cry  of  Hear  I  Hear!  from  alt  parts  of  the 
House.) 

The  question  was  then  put  and  carried  unanimously. 

The  Speaker  then  moved,  ''That  the  Committee  should  rise,  and 
the  Chairman  report." — The  House  resumed,  and  the  Chairman  re- 
ported. 

Mr.  Perceval  moved,  *'  That  Capt.  Huxley  Sandon  should  be 
taken  into  the  custody  of  ihe  Serjeant  at  Arms  for  the  said  offence." 

Lord  Folk  stone  moved  as  an  amendment,  "  That  he  should  be 
committed  to  Newgale." — ( /J  cri/ofNo !  No!") 

Lord  Folkstone  observed,  if  it  were  not  the  wish  of  the  right 
hon.  gentleman  opposite,  (Mr.  Perceval)  he  would  withdraw  his  amend- 
ment. He  thought,  at  the  same  time,  the  witness  deseived  the  most 
severe  punishment  the  House  could  inflict. 

The  Speaker  then  stated,  there  were  two  ways  to  proceed.  He 
might  be  ordered  into  the  custody  of  the  Serjeant,  to  be  kept  close 
confined,  and  no  person  allowed  to  communicate  with  him,  or  simply 
under  the  inspection  of  the  Serjeant  at  Arms. 

Mr.  Perceval  said,  the  reason  he  did  not  wish  to  adopt  the  noble 
lord's  amendment  was,  that  if  he  were  in  custody  of  the  Serjeant  at 
Arms,  he  would  be  able  lo  accompany  him  to  his  lodgings,  and  search 
tor  the  none.     It  niieht  also  be  necessary  that  he  might  be  called  before 
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the  Committee,  however  defective  his  evidence  was,  If  It  was  maJo 
necessary  in  the  course  of  the  examination  of  any  other  witness.  He 
then  moved,  *'  That  Captain  Huxley  Sandon  should  be  kept  in  close 
custody  of  the  Serjeant  at  Arms,  and  not  for  any  person  to  have  access 
to  him;  and  thar  the  Serjeant  should  be  directed  to  bring  the  prisoner 
before  the  Committee  of  the  whole  House,  investigating  into  the  con- 
duct of  his  Royal  Highness  the  Duke  of  York,  wlien  requested  by  the 
Chairman  of  the  Committee."  Which  v/as  carried  without  a  dissent- 
ing voice. 

Mr.  Sumner  submitted  to  the  House  the  necessity  of  taking  pos- 
session of  the  papers  of  the  prisoner,  lest  his  wife  should  destroy  them. 

The  Speaker  said,  if  any  hon.  member  could  state  such  a  case  to 
the  House,  that  would  bear  out  such  a  proceeding,  there  were  prece- 
dents  they  could  act  on. 

Earl  Temple  asked  whether  a  Committee  might  not  be  appointed 
to  make  the  search.  He  also  thought  his  wift;  ought  to  b»  ordered 
into  custody. 

Mr.  Perczval  stated,  there  was  not  any  thing  before  the  House 
could  justify  such  severity  as  the  taking  of  the  wife  into  custody.  If  it 
was  necessary  she  might  be  summoned. 

Some  conversation  then  took  place  between  Mr.  S«mner,  Mr. 
Bankes^Earl  Temple,  and  Mr.  Perceval,  which  concluded  with 

Mr.  Perceval  moving,  "  That  one  of  tlie  Serjeant  at  Arm.s' depu- 
ties, with  necessary  assistance,  should  accompany  the  prisoner  to  his 
lodgings,  to  search  for  any  paper  relative  to  Major  Tonyn's  business," 
which  was  carried  unanimously. 


{TJie  Serjeant  at  Arms  having  taken 
Captain  Huxley  Sandon  into  cus- 
t'odi/,  by  order  of  the  House,  a  request 
from  him  icas  coimnunicated  to  the 
House,  that  he  might  be  brought  to  the 
har;  zvhich  being  done,  he  addressed 
the  House  as  folloiusi) 

I  most  humbly  hope  that  this  hoii. 
House  will  do  me  the  honour  of  excu- 
sing my  prevarication  ;  and  I  beg  to 
assure  them  it  is  not  from  a  bad  heart, 
but  a  confused  head.  I  am  exceed- 
ingly sorry  I  have  done  any  thing  to 
displease  this  honourable  House.  I 
come  here  to  offer  everv  thins-  in 
atonement  I  possibly  can,  and  I  hope 
the  House  will  do  me  the  honour  to 
feear  me. 

^Ir.  Speaker. — ^If  the  prisoner  has 
more  to  offer  to  the  House,  this  is  his 
time. 

Captain  Sandon. — With  regard  to 
the  evidence  ?  Is  it  to  the  evidence  I 
Jim  to  speak? 

Mr.  Speaker.— Yqm  will  offer  to  the 


House  whatever  you  think   becomes 
your  case  and  situation. 

Captain  Sandon. — I  beg  pardon  of 
the  House  for  my  prevarication,  and  I 
beg  that  tlie  House  will  do  me  the  ho- 
nour to  excuse  my  extraordinary  be- 
haviour; and  will  be  assured,  t!)at  all 
I  have,  and  all  I  know  now  I  certainlj 
will  relate.  AVith  regard  to  the  note 
in  question,  it  is  not  de^stroyed  ;  I  have 
it  in  my  possession  at  my  chambers  ; 
if  it  is  required  I  can  go  and  fetch  it, 
I  think  I  can  put  my  hands  upon  it : 
the  note^that  you  were  speaking  of 
was  given  jue  to  shew  Major  Tonyn, 
and  to  say  that  his  promotion  v/ou!d 
not  go  on  unless  he  paid  the  mcney. 
I  took  the  note,  and  produced  it  to 
Major  Tonyn,  with  that  message.  I 
shewed  him  the  note,  with  what  I 
mentioned  before,  desiring  him  to  wait 
three  or  four  days.  I  believe  he  said, 
what  I  related  to  this  hon.  House  be- 
fore, that  he  would_,  in  consequence  of 
tJiis  note  v/hich   I  shewed  him.      1 
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liroughtback  the  note,  and  I  have 
ft  now  in  inv  possession  ;  he  was  ga- 
zetted, and  the  500/.  was  paid  to 
Mrs.  Clarke,  and  the  25/.  to  Mr. 
Donovan.  If  this  honourable  House 
would  wish  to  see  the  note,  I  will 
go  and  fetch  it.  As  to  svho  wrote  the 
DOte,  I  cannot  take  upon  me  to  say : 
Mrs  Clarke  told  nie  it  was  written 
by  the  Duke  of  York. 

Mr.  Spcakcr.—Does  the  prisoner 
desire  to  add  more  ? 

Captain  Sandon.-^l  have  nothing 
more  to  say  relative  to  that;  I  only 
humbly  hope  the  House  will  do  me 
the  honour  of  excusing  me  the  pre- 
Tarication  I  made  use  of. 

\The prisoner  zvas  then  taken  from  the 
bar ;  and  the  House  determined  that 
he  should  be  sent  in  custody  to  his 
chambers  to  fetch  the  papers;  and 
that  he  should  he  brought  before  the 
Committee  of  the  ivhole  House  ivhen- 
CTcr  they  should  see  fit. '\ 

[After  some  time  the  Committee  was 

resumed.] 
(Mrs.   Clarke    ivas   called  in    and 

examined  by  Mr.  Perceval.) 

Q.  Do  you  recollect  what  passed 
betw.een  you  and  Captain  Sandon  in 
consequence  of  any  application  from 
Major  Tonyn,  expressing  his  impa- 
tience at  the  length  of  time  that 
elapsed  before  he  procured  his  ap- 
pointment ? 

A.  No  ;  I  really  do  not  know,  al- 
though I  have  been  reading  (Captain 
Sandon's  evidence  just  now  in  the 
room  1  have  been  in. 

Q.  Do  vou  mean  the  evidence  he 
crave  on  a  former  day  »hen  he  was 
examined?     A.   \es. 

Q.  In  the  5th  number  of  the  mi- 
jiutes  ? 

A.  1  believe  it  is  one  of  the  last 
that  has  been  printed. 

Q.  You  do  not  recollect  Captain 
Sandoii's  coming  to  you  at  all  upon 
the  subject  ? 

A.  I  recollect  thatCapiain  Sandon 
was  en»ployed  by  Major  Tonyn  ;  i 
am  confident  as  to  that. 

Q.  Do  you  recollect  Captain  San- 


don's at  any  time  acquainting  ypu 
with  Major  Tonyn's  impatience  upon 
tKe  subject  ? 

A.  No,  I  do  not,  although  I  have 
been  reading  about  it. 

Q.  You  do  not  remember  any  re- 
presentation having  been  made  to  you 
by  Captain  Sandon,  that  Major  To- 
nyn intended  to  withdraw  the  depo- 
sit he  had  made,  in  consequence  of 
delay  ? 

A.  No,  I  do  not  recollect  it;  though 
he  might  have,  perhaps,  mentioned 

it. 

Q.  Do  you  recollect  having  sent 
any  mecsage  to  Major  Tonyn  by  Cap- 
tain Sandon  ? 

A.  I  cannot  recollect  that  I  did ; 
perhaps  it  is  likely,  but  it  is  a  long 
while  since. 

Q.  Do  you  recollect  having  sent 
any  paper  to  iNlajor  Tonyn  by  Cap* 
tain  Sandon  ? 

A.  What  sort  of  paper. 

Q.  Any  paper? 

A.  I  could  speak  more  positively 
if  it  was   mentioned    what   sort  of 

paper. 

Q.  Any  \f  ritten  paper  ? 

A.  Of  my  own  writing,  or  any  other 

person's  ? 

Q.  Any  writtten  paper  ? 

A.  I  do  not  recollect;  I  was  al- 
ways very  cautious  of  giving  any 
written  paper  out  of  my  hands. 

Q.  As  far  as  you  recollect  you 
have  not  sent  any  written  paper  to 
Major  Tonyn  ? 

A.  I  do  not  think  I  did,  but  I  can* 
not  speak  positively. 

Q.  As  you  vvere  so  cautious  in  put- 
tinff  any  paper  out  of  your  hands, 
would  you  not  have  recollected  that 
circumstance  if  it  had  occurred  ? 

A.  If  he  meant  to  insinuate  that 
there  was  any  writing  of  the  Duke 
of  York's,   I  never  did  in  my  life  to 

any  one. 

Q.  You  are  quite  sure  you  never 
committed  any  paper  to  Captain  San- 
don, which  you  represented  as  lh< 
writing  of  the  Duke  of  York  ? 

A.  I  ara  ouite  certain,  not  to  anj 
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one  whatever,    except   latel)'^,  and   note  of  the  Duke  of  York's,  because 
once  to  Mr.  Manners  a  few  notes.       I  should  have    been   afraid  of  en- 

Q.   If  ^ou  had  sent  sucli  a  paper    trusting  it  to  him. 
by  Captain  Sandon  to  Major Tonyn,  ,  ,,      .         ^        .  ,    * 

Js.it  possible  that  you   could   hase    [The  following   Quesuous   ana  An- 
.ibrgottenit?  "     -  swers   were   read.-"  Q.  As  you 

A.  No,  I  should  not  have  forgot-  were  so  cautious  ni  putting  any  pa- 
ten anv  thinP  of  that  sort  belonging  ,  pers  out  of  your  hands,  would  you 
to  the  Duke  of  York.  '  have  recollected  that  circumstance 

if  it  had  occurred  ?  A.  li  he  meant- 
to  insinuate  that  Uiere  was  any 
\yriting  of  the  Duke  of  York's,  I 
never  did  in  my  life  to  any  one. — 
Q.  You  are  quite  sure  you  never 
committed  any  paper  to  Captain 
Sandon,  which  you  represented  as 
the  writing  of  the  Duke  of  York  ? 
A.  I  am  quite  certain  not  to  any 
one  whatever,  except  lately,  and 
once  to  Mr.  Manners  a  few  notes.'] 
Q.  How  does  it  occur  to  you  to 


Q.  Are  you  acquainted  \vith  Mrs. 
Uovend  II? 
.     A.  I  was. 

{By  Mr.  Freeman.) 
Q.   Do  you  recollect  at  any   time 
having   received    a  note   from     the 
Duke  of  York  upon  the  subject  of 
Major  Tonyn  ? 

A.  No,  I  do  not;  there  was  no 
occasion  for  any  notes  to  pass,  be- 
cause I  was  in  the  habit  of  seeing  his 


Koyal  Highness  every  day,  except  he  think  that    Captain    Sandon   might 

was  in  the  country,  and  that  happen-  have  insinuated  any  such  thing  ? 

ed  perhaps  only  for  a  week  or  ten  A.  Because  I  think  he  miglit  have 

days  in  one  year,  insinuated    any  thing;  I  ihmk  he  is 

Q.  Did   you   ever   hear  Captain  very  equal  to  it. 

Sandon   say,  that   he  had  shewn   a  Q.  If   Captain    Sandon   has  pre- 

note   to    ]\iajor  Tonyn,  which  pur-  sented   any    note   to    Major  T^nyn, 

ported   to  be   a   note  of  his    Royal  purporting  to  be  a  note  written  by 

Highness  the  Duke  of  York  ?  the  Duke  of  York,  and  given  to  him 

A.   No.  by  you,  is  it  true  ? 

Q,  You  are  not  aw^areof  any  note,  A.  1  do  not  think  it  is,    and  I  am 

purporting  to  be  a  note  of  the  Duke  almost  sure  it  is  not ;     perhaps   he 

of  York,   being  shewn  jMajor  Tonyn  has  written  one  himself, 
by  Cafitain  Sandon  ? 


A.  No,  I  am  quite  clear  nothing 
of  the  sort  was  ever  mentioned  to  me 
before. 

(By  Lord  Folkstone.) 


{By  Alderman  Comee.) 

Q.  During  the  negociation   with 

Major  Tonyn  for  the  ufajority,   was 

any  representation  made   to  >ou  by 

Q.  Do  you   mean    to    state,  that   Captain  Sandon,  that  Major  Ton}!! 

you  did  iiot  give  any  note  to  Captain    was  tired  of  waiting,  and  threatened 

Sandon  which    might  aj?pear  to"bo  a   to  v/ithdraw  the   money  he  had   de- 

;ppte  of  the  Duke  of  York?'  posited? 

-A.   No.  A.  1  do  not  recollect  it. 

Q.  You    stated     that    vou     sent        Q.   Did  you  ever  express  lo  Cap- 

some  notes  to  Mr.  Manners  ;  do  you    tain  Sandon  a  wish  on  your  part  that 

.  mean  to  state  that  tliose  were  in  the    IvIajorTonyn  would  not  be  impatient^ 

hand-writing  of  the  Duke  of  York  ?      because  you  wanted  the  money  which 

A.  Certainly  I  do.  you  were  to  receive  u!)on  his  success  r 

Q.   Did  you  or  did  you   not   send   '    A.  No,   that  would  be   the  \^ry 

any  note  to  Captain  Sandon  ?  reason  I  should  wish  him  to  be  im- 

A.   I  never  recollect  sending  him    patient, 
siny   note,  but    more   especially   any        Q.  In  th(?  last  interview  you  had 
NO.  l.-').       >  3  R  ^^it-i* 
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witk  Captain  Sandon  upon  the  sub- 
ject of  ^lajor  Tonyn,  did    lie   write 
any  thing  in  your  preser.ce  ? 
.  A.  It  is  impossible  for  nie  to  sajs 
it  is  so  long  since. 

Q.  Do  you  recollect  Capiain  San- 
don having  read  any  ihuig  to  you  in 
that  interview  ? 

A,  No,  I  do  not. 

Q.  Do  you  recollect  a  paper  be- 
ing produced  before  you  by  Captain 
Sandon  at  that  interview? 

A.   I  do  not* 

(By  Sir  Georgf  Hill.) 

Q.  Did  you  ever  express,  ht  re  or 
any  where  else,  that  Major  Tonyn 
was  a  shabby  fellow  for  his  impa- 
tience in  wishincr  to  withdraw  his 
Rate  ? 

A.  No,  I  thought  li-m  a  perfect 
gentleman  when  Mr.  D(;iiova:i  in- 
troduced him  to  me,  aud  wished  him 
to  be  made  a  [.ieuienant-Coicnf  1 
previous  to  his  gong  toAiDerica; 
I  fancy  be  is  in  America  now. 

{By  Mr.  Brand.) 

Q.  Had  Captain  Saijd  n  any  and 
Tvhat  interest  in  ihe  success  of  tliis 
negociation  respecting  Major  Tonyn? 
A.  Yes,  I  believe  he  etfected  it 
with  me  ;  tliere  was  no  promotion 
in  the  ISth  regiment,  the  Duke  of 
York  had  etopped  it,  1  think,  for  two 
years,  and  ihe  Captain  was  very 
e^lier  to  ^et  out  of  itxni  thataccouut. 
Q.  VVas  Captain  S jndon  to  have 
rr.v  percentage  or  pioporti'  u  of  the 
profit  arising  from  the  success  of  the 
negociation, and  pa%mentto  be  made 
vpon  Major  Tonyu's  success  iu  his 
application  for  promotion  ? 

A.  I  believe  that  he  was,  for  [ 
have  vmdevblood  from  a  great  many 
persoi*,  ibat  Major  Tc^ivn  was  a 
vf>rv  atr.erou««  sort  of  a  man,  and 
Captain  Sandon  would  not  have  m- 
terested  himself  so  much  as  lie  did 
fr>r  him  without  some  reward. 

Q.  Did  y(>u  ev;  r  understand  from 
Captain  Sandon  l:;mself  that  he  ex- 
lnt;L*d  any  si!ch  advantawe  ' 


A.  Yes,  I  did,  and  from  every  one 
that  he  mentioned  lo  me. 

Q.  Before  you  came  to  the  bar  of 
thi;  rif)use,  had  you  any  information 
of  the  feubstiince  of  the  examination 
of  Captuin  ^kiudon  before  the  Coni- 
mitit  e  to-niidu  ? 

A.  Not  the  least. 

[The  following  Question  and  An- 
swer were  read.-.''Q,  As  y(Tu 
were  so  caiaious  in  putting  any 
paper  out  of  your  hands,  would  vcu 
not  have  recollected  that  circum- 
stance if  it  had  occurred  ?  A.  If 
he  meant  to  insinuate  that  there 
was  any  writing  of  tl-e  Duke  of 
York's,  I  never  did  in  my  life  to 
any  one."] 

Q.  Why  did  yon  suppose  that  the 
per?^on  |:ri)posing  th  it  question  meant 
to  refer  to  any  writing  of  the  Duke 
of  York  ? 

A.  From  wlnt  one  of  the  genile- 
men  said  to  me. 

Q.  Do  you  mean  any  question 
which  has  been  put  to  you  since  yon 
came  to  the  Bar  ? 

A.   Certainly. 

Q.   Which  question  .? 

A.  The  questions  from  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer. 

Q.  Did  you  give  Captain  Sandon 
any  part  of  the  profit  you  were  to 
receive  fram  the  prom.otion  of  i^Iajor 
Tonyn  ? 

A.  I  do  not  recollect  that  I  did, 
but  he  used  to  j:ive  hims-elf,  I  be- 
lieve,  from  Colonel  French's  money. 

Q.  You  did  not  give  imn  any 
yonifcelf  ? 

A.   I    do  not   recollect   tl^at  I  did. 

Q.  You  have  said,  that  you  un- 
derstood from  Captain  Sandon,  that 
he  was  to  d(  rive  fome  jncifit  ficmi 
the  jiromotion  of  Major  Tonyn  ; 
state  what  Captain  Sandon  i^aid  to 
you  upon  that  subject  ? 

A.  Only  that    mv  500/.  would  b« 

clear,    and  that    where    he  liad    his 

from  would  be  fro u)  theother  party, 

what  emolument  he  was  to  <:et  bv  it. 

'Mr, 
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\_Mi\  Reid  being  called  in."] 

Mrs.  Clarke. — Is  iliere  any  prece- 
dent, ma}'  I  ask,  for  having  two  wit- 
nesses at  the  Bar  of  this  House  at 
one  time  ? 

Chairman. — I  apprcihend  the  Com- 
mittee will  call  to  the  Bar  what  wit- 
nesses they  please. 

(Mr.  John  Heid  ii'as  called  in,  and 
examined  by  Mr.  Perceval.) 

Q.  Do  you  know  the  witness  at 
the  Bar  .?     A-   Yes,  I  do. 

Q.  Did  she  ever  come  to  your 
house  under  the  name  of  Mrs.  Dow- 
ler.? 

A.  By   no   other  name. 

Q.  Is  th.e  witness  at  the  Bar  the 
person  whom  you  represented  as 
having  been  frequf^ntly  at  your  house 
with  Mr.  Dowler  ?     A.   Yes. 

.1//'^.  C7a/-A-f?.-— Before  Mr.  Reid 
leaves  the  place,  I  beg  leave  to  say, 
that  I  never  said  I  was  Mrs.  Dowler ; 
he  might  put  what  construction  Jie 
thought  proper  upon  it  ;  it  was 
very  proper  that  lie  did,  perh.i]  s. 

(To  Mr.  Reid.  J  -  Did  sheever  pti- 
swer  to  the  name  of  Mrs.  Dowler  in 
your  presence  ? 

A.  To  my  servants,  I  have  ho 
doubt  that  w;is  her  answer  ;  upon 
all  occasions  whenever  I  spoke  to 
her,  I  always,  I  iutpose,  said  "  Ma- 
dam," but  it  I  mentioned  any  name 
it  was  Mis.  Doul^r. 

Q.  Did  you  ever  hear  her  ad- 
dressed as  Mrs.  Dowler  in  your  pre- 
sence } 

A.  Yes,  I  have. 

Q.  Did  she  answer  to  that  ad- 
dress ?     A.  Yes. 

Q.  Did  you  ever  hear  her  answer 
to  the  name  of  Clarke  ? 

A.   I   never  heard  hf^r  called    by 
any  other   name    but  that  of    Mrs. 
Dowler;   I  never   heard   her  called 
by  the  name  of  Clarke. 

Q.  Did  you  believe  hernameto  be 
Dowler  .? 

A.   I  had  not  a  doubt  of  it. 

Q.  And  you  believed  her  to  be 
married  to  Mr*  Dowler  ? 


A.  I  had  not  any  dcubt  of  tha% 

Q..  Did  notljing  ever  occur  to  in- 
duce you  to  entertain  a  doubt  of 
that  }     A.   Never. 

Q.  You  always  believed  the  wit- 
ness at  the  Bar  to  be  Mrs.  Dowler, 
and  the  wife  of  Mr.  Douler  ? 

A.  YVs,  I  niv-ntioned  that  before, 
and  I  n)enlioiipd  a  very  particular 
circumstance  uhy  I  thouglrt  so. 

Q.  Have  you  ever  lieard  Mrs. 
Clarke  say  that  her  name  was  Dow- 
ler .?         ' 

A.  T  never  heard  her  mention  her 
name  at  all. 

Q.  Would  you  not  have  been 
afraid  of  the  credit  of  your  house  if 
you  had  called  her  by  any  other 
name  ? 

A.  Good  God  !  I  should  not  hav« 
thought  of  any  thing  of  the  kind. 

Q.  Did  any  letters  ever  come  to 
Mis.  Clarke  by  any  riame  whatso- 
ever, while  she  was  at   your  house? 

A.  Not  to  my  knowledge;  they 
never  came  under  my  inspection, 
the^  came  to  the  bar. 

Q.  Bv  whom  did  you  ever  hear 
her  called  Mrs.  Dowler  } 

A.  By  all  those  that  spoke  to  her 
there  ;  when  they  came  to  my  house, 
if  liiey  asked  for  her  at  all,  they 
asked  for  Mrs.  Dowler, 

Q.  Did  Mr.  Dowler  ever  call  her 
Mrs.  Dowler  in  your  piesence  ? 

A.  Upoa  my  word  1  could  not 
take  upon  me  to  swear  it,  but  I  al- 
ways understood  it  to  be  so,  and  1 
never  had  any  doubt  about  it. 

Q.  By  whom  did  you  understand 
it  to  be^so  .? 

A.  By  Mr.  Dowler  himself  calling 
her  Mrs.  Dowler. 

(By  MPv.  Wardle.^ 

Q.  Did  Mr.  Dowler  and  that 
lady  always   come  there  together  i 

A.  No." 

Q.  Did  Mr.jDovvler  lodge  there  at 
any  time  ?     A.  Y^es. 

Q.  And  that  lady  came  occasion- 
ally ?     A.  Yes. 

3  B  2  ^r§. 
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Mrs.  Clarke. — That  was  wlien  the 
bailiii's  were  after  me. 

(To  Mr.  Re  id.  J  —  Were  there  many 
inquiries  made  at  your  house  hi  the 
name  of  Mrs.  Dowler  ? 

A.  I  seldom  answer  any  inquiries 
at  all,  I  leave  my  wife  to  do  it ;  and 
it  is  the  business  of  the  bar  maid. 
[Mr.  Reid  xias  directed  to  withdrazu.^ 

Mrs.  Clarke.  —  May  I  speak  a  word, 
I  merely  wish  to  ask   a  question  of 
some  of  the  Crown  Lawyers. 
[The  Chairman  informed  the  witness 

that  could  not    be  permitted.] 

(To  Mrs,  Clarke. J — Do  you  know 
Mrs.  Hovenden  ? 

A.  Yes,  I  do. 

Q.  Was  it  at  tlie  period  of  time 
W'hen  she  WaS  under  the  protection 
of  Mr,  Dowler,  brother  to  the  Mr. 
Dowler  who  has  been  examined  at 
the  Bar  ? 

A.  lie  has  no  brether. 

Q.  Were  you  in  the  habits  of 
visiting  the  Taylor  family  when  they 
lived  at  Bayswater  ? 

A.  Yes. 

Q.  Do  you  know  Mrs.  Taylor 
very  well  }     A.  Yes. 

Q.  Do  you  know  Mr.  Taylor  .? 

A.  Yes. 

Q.  Did  vou  know  there  was  a  Mr. 
Taylor  ? 

A.  Yes,  Miss  Taylor's  father. 

Q.  Did  you  ever  see  Mrs.  Taylor 
write  ? 

A.  No,  I  cannot  say  that  I  did. 

Q.  You  never  have  been  in  the 
habits  of  corresponding  with  her  } 

A.  No,  only  with  Miss  Taylor,  and 
Mr.  Dowler  does  not  know  AJrs. 
Hovenden. 

Q.  Do  you  know  a  Mr.  Chance, 
a  Stock-broker  ? 

A.  No,  I  do  not. 

Q.  Do  not  you  know  that  the  Mr. 
Taylor  you  speak  of  was  Mr.  Chance  ? 

A.  No,  I  know  he  is  not ;  1  know 
he  is  Mr.  Tavlor. 

Q.  Do  you  recollect  a  circum- 
stance about  two  or  three  years  ago, 
ff  the   Miss  Taylor,   who  wi-is  exa- 


mined at  this  Bar, being  about  to  L. 
married  to  a  Mr.  Knowles  ? 

A.  No,  I  do  not  ;  I  know  there 
was  a  young  man  paid  his  addresses 
to  her,  I  believe,  a  physician,  but  I 
did  not  know  that  there  ^'as  any 
marriage  intended  ;  I  fancied  she 
had  not  liked  him. 

Q.  Do  you  not  know  that  did  not 
go  on,  on  account  of  her  name  not 
being  Taylor  ? 

A.  No,  I  do  not,  for  I  know  her 
name  is  Taylor,  and  she  has  five  bro- 
thers in  His  Majesty's  service,  who 
bear  the  same  name  ;  three  in  the 
Army,  and  two  in  the  Navy, 

Q.  Do  you  know  the  age  of  Miss 
Taylor  ?     A.  No. 

Q.  Do  you  suppose  her  mope 
than  five  or  six  and  twenty  ? 

A.  I  cannot  tell  any  thing  about 
her  age. 

■Q.  Do  you  know  that  Mrs.  Taylor 
IS  a  widow,  and  not  a  married  wo- 
man ? 

A.  No,  I  do  not,  because  I  know 
her  husband. 

Q.  Did  you  keep  a  man-cook  at 
the  time  you  lived  in  Gloucester- 
place  ?     A.  Yes.  * 

Q.  Did30u  keep  more  ihai^  one  ? 

A.  The  man  jrenerally  used  to 
brmg  bis  assistant  with  hnn  ;  Jtjsa 
regular  thing  that  when  you  have  a 
man-cook,  that  an  assistant  comes 
with  him. 

Q.  You  did  not  keep  a  man-cook 
by  I  he  year  .'' 

A.  No,  they  staid  a  very  short 
lime  with  me,  any  one;  his  Rojal 
Highness  is  very  difficult. 

[TAe  witness  ixas  directed  to  iviih- 
draiv.'\ 

(Mr.    Wardle  "  was  then  asked  the 
folloiiing  questions  by  Mr.  Beres- 

FGRD.) 

Q.  Have  you  placed  upon  th« 
table  of  this  Committee  all  the  cor- 
respondence you  l>ave  had  with  Mrs. 
Clarke,  relative  to  the  accusations 
you  have  brought  forward  ? 

A.  No,  certainly  not. 

Q.  Have 
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Q.  Have  you  any  objection  so  lo 
do? 

A.  Yes,  most  assuredly,  I  have  a 
very  great  objeciion. 

Q.  Have  you  any  objection  to  lay 
upon  the  table  all  those  letters  which 
)oii  took  fron^  Mrs.  Clarke  ? 

A.  Those  letters  are  already  all 
laid  upon  the  table  ;  and  I  do  assure 
the  I  onourable  gentleman,  I  do  not 
know  that  I  have  a  letter  of  Mrs. 
Clarke's  at  this  moment  by  me. 

(Mrs.  Alice  Corri  zvas  next  called 
in,  and  examined.) 

Q.  Are  you  married  to  Mr.  Corri 
the  music-master  ? 

A.  Ye^ 

Q.  How  long  have  you  been  mar- 
ried ? 

A.  As  near  as  I  can  recollect,  five 
years  next  April. 

Q.  Do  you  know  Mrs.  Clarke  ? 

A.  Yes. 

Q.  Do  you  recollect  a  conversation 
that  passed  between  Mrs.  Clarke  and 
your  husband,  yourself  being  present, 
with  regard  to  certain  papers  whicii 
Mrs.  Clarke  expressed  great  anxiety 
to  have  burnt.? 

A.  Very  little. 

Q.  Relate  what  passed  upon  that 
occasion,  as  far  as  you  recollect. 

A.  I  recollect  Mrs  Clarke  telling 
Mr.  Corri,  she  vvasjust  going  to  him, 
that  he  came  very  apropos,  for  that 
there  had  been  something  satirically 
inserted  in  the  newspapers, something 
relative  to  a  female  clerk  ;  I  cannot 
recollect  the  whole  of  if,  not  thinking 
that  I  should  he  called  here  ;  and  she 
begjj;ed,  if  there  were  any  letters, 
Mr.  Corri  would  immediately  burn 
them. 

Q.  Were  you  employed  in  burning 
them  ? 

A.  Yes,  Mr.  Corri  gave  them  to 
me. 

Q..  Did  you  actually  destroy  them 
all  ?  ■  " 

A.  Not  then,  I  did  not  destroy 
any  of  them  at  the  lime  ;  1  laid  them 
in  a  box,  and  never  thought  of  them 
till  just  before  this  proceeding  be- 
gan ;  I  think  last  Saturday  fortnight 


or  three    weeks,   Mr.  AntonI  Corr^ 
son  of  Mr.   Corri,  brought   a  news- 
paper to  u%    stating  that  his  father 
would    be   called    lo   the  House   of 
Commons ;   it  immediately  then  came 
to  my  mind,  that  I  had  those  letters 
by  me,  and    he  advised  me  to  burn 
them  ;  and  he  said;   1  had  better  not 
say  any  thing  either  to  his  father  or 
any  body  else,  but   lo  burn   them  ; 
which  I  did  two  days  afterwards. 

Q.  What  motive' d;d  Mrs.  Clark© 
assign  for  wishing  to  have  thos(^ 
letters  destroyed  ? 

A.  I  really  do  not  know  ;  I  cannot 
say  ;  1  do  not  recollect  it. 

Q.  Did  she  not  express  a  fear  with 
respect  to  the  Duke  of  York  ? 

A.  I  have  something  faint  on  my 
memory,  but  i  could  not  say  it  pQsi- 
tivelv  ;  for  the  conversation  was  di- 
rected  to  Mr.  Corri,  and  I  overheard 
a  word  or  two;  I  never  thought  of 
being  called  here,  and  therefore  did 
not  pay  particular  attention  to  it  ;  I 
have  a  vQry  faint  idea,  but  cannot 
recollect  exactly. 

Q.  Did  any  thing  pass  ars  to  the 
apprehension  of  the  Duke's  anger.'' 

A.  I  have  some  recollection,  but 
I  cannot  positively  say  ;  it  was  some- 
thing of  the  kind. 

Q.  Did  you  ever  peruse  the  letters 
that  were  in  your  possession? 

A.  1  looked  them  slightly  over  be- 
fore I  burnt  them. 

Q.  Are  you  sufficiently  acquaint- 
ed with  the  contents  of  the  letters  to 
speak  po^itively  as  to  the  subject  ? 

A.  I  cannot  recollect  one  word 
that  was  in  them,  for  I  was  in  a  very 
great  hurry,  and  very  much  afraid 
lest  Mr.  Corri  should  know  that  I  had 
disobeyed  his  command  in  not  burn- 
ing the  letters  sooner;  and  I  burnt 
them  as  quick  as  possible. 

\_The  ivitness  was  directed  to  'with- 
draw.'] 

(^The  House  then  ivaited  a  consider- 
able time  for  the  arrival  of  Captain 
Huxley  Sand'on,  ivho  being 
brought  in,  in  the  custody  of  the 
Serjeant  at  Arms,  v:as  examined  by 
Mi.  Perceval.) 

Q.  Have 
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Q.  Have  you  found  the  paper  ? 

A.   I  have. 

Q.  Have  you  got  it  wllh  you  ? 

A.  The  messenger  lias  it,  and 
every  other  paper  that  1  had  lliat  was 
connected  with  il. 

(George  Whittam,  Esq.  the  mes- 
senger nas  then  examined  hy  the 
Committee.) 

Q.  Where  did  you  find  (his  pa- 
per ? 

A.  I  found  this  letter  in  Captain 
Sandon'sbnreaa  ;  this  is  the  letser,  I 
under-larid,  I  was  sent  in  search  ot 
pariicuiarlv. 

Q.  Hove  you  any  oiher  paper? 

A.  There  were  two  other  letters 
of  Mr^.  Clarke's  in  the  bureau,  which 
Captain  Sandon  put  into  my  hands. 

Q.  Any  other  letters  any  where 
*lse  ? 


A.  Here  is  a  bundle  of  letters  of 
Mrs.  Clarke's  principally  ;  they  w-ere 
in  this  brown  paper,  and  in  Captain 
Sandon's  bed-roora  ;  they  were  taken 
out  of  the  paper,  and  I  sealed  them 
up. 

[Mr.  Whittam  zuas  directed  to  vjifh- 
dra'cv.'] 

(To  Captain  Sandon.)— Q.  Lock  at 
that  paper,  and  see  whether  it  is  the 
paper  you  shewed  to  Major  Tonyn  ? 

A.  I  think  it  is. 

Q.  I^  that  the  paper  you  received 
from  Mrs.  Clarke? 

A.  Yes,  it  is. 

Q.  You  received  it  from  her  own 
hands  ? 

A.  Y'es,  she  gave  it  me. 

Q  Was  any  one  present  at  the 
lime  ? 

A.  I  believe  not. 


[The  Isote  was  read.] 

"  I  have  just  received  Your  Note, 

and    Tonyn's    business    shall    remain 

as  it  is God  bless  you." 

Addressed, 
**  George  Farquhar,  Esq." 


Q.  Did  not  Colonel  Hamilton  give 
you  the  advice  which  he  had 
given  you  before,  either  at  the  Bri- 
tish ColTee- house,  or  in  the  street  near 
the  British  Colfee-hou«e,  oti  your 
meeting  on  the  Saturday  ? 

A.  I  do  not  lec.ollect  that  he  men- 
tioned any  thing  in  the  street ;  in  the 
Coffee  house  he  could  not,  for  there 
were  others  in  the  same  box  ;  he  '^aid, 
Will  you  con)e  out,  and  v\e  went 
out. 

Q.  Did    he  not  when   you   went 

out  ? 

A.  We  went  out  together. 

Q.  In  the  street  did  he  not  say 
something  to  you  upr.n  the  subject  ? 

A.  I  do  not  recollect  it. 

Q.  Did  he  not  desire  you  not  to  de- 
stroy the  papers,  and  did  you  not  say 
that'  he  would  be  very  angry  with 
you,  for  that  you  had  destroyed  il  ? 

A.  Never,  to  my  recollection. 


Q.  What  are  the  other  papers 
which  you  have  given  in  ? 

A.  They  are  letters  from  Mrs. 
Clarke  to  me. 

Q.  Are  they  on  the  subject  of 
Major  Tonyn's  business? 

A.  Not  precisely  upon  Major 
Ton>n's  business ;  upon  the  levy, 
and  Maj'T  Ton)  n's  business. 

Q,  What  is  the  reason  yi  u  denied 
having  possession  of  this  letter  ? 

A.  I  can  urge  nothing  upon  my 
behalf;  and  I  hope  this  honourable 
House  will  do  me  the  favour  to  ex- 
cuse it. 

Q,  Were  \ou  directed  by  any  per- 
son to  do  so  ?     A.  No. 

Q.  What  motive  had  you  for  so 
doing  ? 

A.  I  had  no  motive  whatever ;  I 
am  ashamed  of  myself  for  my  con* 
duct  ;   I  could  have  none. 

Q.  \Vhen  you  delivered  that  letter 
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to  Major  Tonyn,  diJ  you  deliver  it  A.  Yes. 

open  or  sealed  ?  Q.  Does  it  appear  (o  you  that  (he 

A.  It  was  open.  note  in  q-iestion  is  the  hand-writing 

Q.   You   have  slated  that  you  con-  ofMri?.  Clarke  ? 

sidered  (his  to  be  a  paper  ot  no  im-  A.  No,  it  does  not. 

portance  ;   if  you  considered  it  to  be  Q.   Have  you  had  any  communi- 

a  paper  ofno  importance,  assign  any  cation   with  any  other  person  on  the 

possible   motive  you    could  have  for  subject    of  the    production  or    non- 

takinor   so  much  pains   to  conceal  its  produclionoflhal  letter  in  this  place? 

existence  ?  A.   None. 

A.  I  can  urge  nothing.  Q.  Who  is  George  Farquhar,  Esq. 

Q.   You    must   perceive  there  is  a  to  whom  the  letter  is  directed  ? 

great    deal    of    ditf'erence    between  A.  I    really    have  no    knowledge 

being  able   to  urge  an  excuse,  and  who  he  is. 

being    able  to  assign  a   reason;  you  Q.  Y«>u   stated   before    that   Mrs. 
are  not  desired  to   give   an   excu>;e,  Clarke   was  used   to  write  in  differ- 
but   to   assign   any  probable    reason,  enl  hand'*,  do  you  now  assert  ihal  ? 
because  it  appears  that  some   reason  A.  In  the  letters  thai,  are  there  you 
you  must  have  had  ?  will  find    a    vast    varic.tioo    in    the 

A.   I  can  urge  no  reason  whatever  hand, 

for  it.  Q.  Did  you  ever  see  Mrs.  CIark« 

Q.  Were  not  yon   conscious   that  write  ? 

you  were  tcllmg  a  fahehood  ?  A.  Repeatedly. 

A.    I   have  already  acknowledged  Q.   Should    you  know    her  hand- 

ihat    I    am    ashamed  of  what  I  have  writing  if  you  saw  it? 

done.  A.  Yes/l  think  I  should. 

Q.   Then  do  you  expect  the  Com-  Q    Do  you  or  do  you  not  know 

mitif^e  to  believe  that  yon   came  hi-  who  wrote  that  letter? 

ther  and  told  a  falsehood  deliberately,  A.   No,  I  rea  ly  do  not. 

vvhicii  )ou   knew    to  be  such  at   the  Q.  In  the  course  of  your  long  ac- 

time,  without  having  any  motive  tor  quaiotance   with    Mrs.   Clarke,    and 

so  doing?  your  communication  with   her  upon 

A.   I  had  no  motive  whatever   for  business,    did  she   ever,    upon    any 

doing  so,   but  I  again  beg  the  Hoii<;e  oilier  occasion,  communicate   to  you 

to  do  me  the  tavoiir  to  excuse  me  for  a  note  from  the  Duke  of  York  ? 

telling  them  Ihni  falsehooH..  A.  Never. 

•Q.   Wh^  n  Mrs,  Clarke  gave  you  Q.  She    never    communicated    a 

thnt  letter,  did   slje  tell  you  it  was  note  from  the  Duke  of  York  on  any 

vvriiien    bv   hi^  Royal   Highness   t!)e  business  but  this  ? 

Duke  of  York?  A.  Never. 

A.  I  do  not  exactly  recollect  whe-  Q.  Can  you   recollect    what    she 

ther    she    said     it    \v;^s    writteii    by  said  upoii  communicating  this  note ; 

him,  but  she  said  it  came  from  him. '  vvljelher  it  was  communicated  with 

Q.  Do  you  know  the  hanJ-writing  any  caution  to  take  care  of  it,  or  not 

of  the  Duke  of  York  ?  to  communicate  it  to  others  ? 

A.  I  never  saw  it  in  my  life  to  my  A.   No,    I   raonot    recoHect    any 

recoIlectJon.  thiuij  of  the  circumstance. 

Q.    Did  Mr-*,  Clarke  at  any   time  Q.  Did  Mrs.  Clarke,  or  any  other 

expro'5<  any  aMxiety    to  recover    tl)e  perNon,  ever  desire    you    to  destroy 

letter  she  ha<l  entru'^fed  to  you  ?  the  letter  in  question? 

A.   No,   she  never  mentioned    it,  A.  Never, 

and   I   Hr-ver   hearil    anything  more  Q    You  have  stated  that  you  have 

^^>^»^'i  ''•  seen     Mr^.     Clarke    write    different 

Q.   Are  yon  arquainled   witli  the  hands',  did   you  ever  «ee    her  write 

i*uml-vvriiing  <if  Mis:  Ciark- '  ditlerent  hands  ?     A.  No. 

Q.  Then 
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Q.  Then  what  do  you  mean  to  say 
she  writes  in  various  hands  ? 

A.  In  Ihe  letters  addressed  to  me, 
which  are  now  before  the  House, 
there  is  a  variety  in  the  hands. 

\^The  zvitness  zvas  taken  from  the  bar."] 

(Mrs,  Clarke  tvas  called  in;  and  the 
note  delivered  in  by  the  last  ivitness 

■  being  shczvn  to  her,  she  was  examined 
by  Mr.  Perceval  as  folloiis :) 

Q.  Do  voii  recollect  ever  seeing 
that  paper  before  ? 

A.  I  suppose  I  must  have  seen  it 
before,  for  it  is  his  Royal  Highness's 
writin,:^. 

Q.  What  reason  have  you  to  sup- 
pose you  have  seen  it  before? 

A.  J  do  not  know  how  it  con  Id 
have  got  into  that  man's  posse*^sion 
iinies^^  I  gave  it  to  him,  and  it  was 
a  direction  I  used  very  oflen  to  get 
from  his  Royal  Highness,  **  George 
Farquhar,  E^q." 

Q.  Do  you  now  recollect  having 
«^iven  to  Captain  Sandon  a  letter  upon 
this  subject  ? 

A.  No,  I  do  not,  nor  do  I  recollect 
giving  him  that ;  but  I  think  I  must 
have  given  it  to  him,  because  it  must 
have  been  in  my  possession  first. 

Q.  Do  you  always  write  the  same 
^kind  of  hand  ? 

A.  I  cannot  exactly  say  how  I 
write,  I  generally  write  in  a  great 
hurry. 

\_Tivo  bills  being  sheivn  to  the  ivit- 
ness.'] A.  Those  are  ih*^  two  bills 
for  which  Captain  Thompson  was 
arrested  the  o'herday. 

Q.  Are  they  both  your  hand-writ- 

A.  Yes,  guiding  my  moihcr's 
hand;  <hey  were  both  befoie  the 
Court  Martial. 

Q.  Were  they  both,  guiding  } our 
mother's  ivand  ? 

A.  If  )on  will  read  the  minutes  of 
the  Court  Martial,  you  will  see. 

Q.  Were  they  both,  guiding  your 
inolher's  hand  ? 

A.  Yes,  I  think  they  were. 

Q.  Did  your  mother  hold  the  pen 
and  you  guide  her  hand,  when  )OU 
wrote  bolii  those? 


A.  It  was  (he  general  way  in  which 
I  had  done  with  her,  for  these  four 
years. 

Q.  Did  you  in   point  of  fact,  on 
that  occasion,  jruide   your    mother's 
hand  when  she  held  the  pen  t 
A.  Yes,  1  did. 
Q.  And  in  both  of  thi.ra  ? 
A.   Yes,  I  believe    I   did,  it   vras 
quite  her  sanction. 

Q.  I  do  not  ask  whether  you  had 
the  autborily  ofyour  mother  to  draw 
these  bills  in  your  mother's  name,  but 
whether  you  can  now  recollect  that- 
your  mother  held  the  pen  wiiile  you 
guided  her  hand  in  writing  both 
those  drafts  ? 

A.  What  would  be  the  insinuation 
if  she  did  not  ? 

Q.  You  must  answer  the  question. 
A.  Then  I  must  answer  to  th.e 
best  of  my  recollection  :  my  mother 
was  in  the  room  at  each  time,  and 
Mr.  Manners  ;  you  think,  perhaps, 
there  is  a  difference  in  the  hand* 
writing. 

Q.  You  must  answer  the  question. 
A.  I  am  not  quite  positive,  but  I 
dare  say  I  did,  for  I  knew  she  was 
privy  to  both,  and  was  in  the  room 
vv?hen  both  were  done;  but  there 
was  something  irregular  on  the  back 
about  the  indorsement ;  perhap?  you 
wish  to  make  it  appear  a  tbrgery. 

Q.  I  do  not  aim  at  any  such  object, 
but  wish  to  know  whether  vou  can 
take  upon  yourself  to  state  that  those 
bills  were  b=>th  wriilen  with  your 
mother's  hand,  you  guiding  it  ? 
A.  I  am  positive  as  to  one. 
Q.  Which  ? 

A.  I  cannot  say  which  ;  if  I  had 
been  nt  all  terrified  about  the  bills 
from  any  tiling  improper  in  them,  I 
should*  have  got  them  out  of  the 
vvny. 

Q.  Do  you  write  the  same  kind  ol 
hand  when  \ou  are  puidinj{  \our  mo- 
ther's  hand  as  when  you  write  your 
own  ? 

A.  Very  nearly,  only  that  1  do  not 
wriie  so  quick  when  1  am  with  Iier  ; 
1  have  done  it  five  hundred  limes; 
she  canRot  write  without  a  guidcj 
not  lately;  it  must  be  rjy  own  writ- 
ing. 
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ing,  because  she  has  very  Iff  lie  use 
ofherhand^  therefore  it  is  my  writ- 
in^^,  and  nr.t  her's. 

Q.  Does  not  the  fact  of  your  hav- 
ing yor.r  mother's  hand  in  your  own, 
while  guiding  the  pen,  make  a  dif- 
ference in  the  appearance  of  the 
letter? 

A.  It  is  very  likely  that  It  may,  I 
never  attended  to  it ;  it  has  generally 
been  something  short  where  her  hand 
was  u:^ed,  such  as  signing  her  name, 
or  half  a  dozen  words. 

Q.  Look  at  these,  and  see  if  both 
are  not  written  in  that  way  with  the 
same  hand  ? 

A.  I  really  cannot  say  ;  I  do  not  see 
much  difference  between  them;  I 
should  rather  think  this  one  was  the 
one,  if  it  was  either;  if  I  did  write 
it  alone,  this  dated  July,  that  is  the 
quickest  writing,  it  seems  as  if  it 
was  done  quicker  than  the  other. 

Q.  Do  )  ou  mean  to  say  you  do  not 
see  much  dift'erence  between  the 
writing  of  those  two  notes? 

A.  It  does  not  strike  me  there  is  a 
great  deal  of  difference  ;  t  have  seen 
the  notes  before,  and  I  believe  made 
nearly  the  same  observations ;  and 
if  I  was  at  all  conscious  of  any  thing 
improper  in  them,  I  certainly  should 
have  paid  them  before,  for  I  dare  say 
I  have  had  it  in  my  power. 

Q.  Do  you  ever  write  diflerent 
hands  ? 

A,  No,  I  do  not  know  that  I  do,  I 
do  not  pay  any  attention  to  it ;  other 
people  are  the  best  judges. 

Q,  Is  the  indorsement  of  the  note 
that  is  indorsed,  in  your  hand-writ- 
ing ? 

A.  No,  it  was  done  the  same;  my 
mother  was  by,  and  I  guided  her 
hand. 

Q.  That  Is  guided  too? 

A.  Yes,  it  is  upon  the  same  bill, 
and  Mr.  Manners  was  by  both  times, 
and  I  believe  he  was  not  much  better 
acquainted  with  the  bill  drawing  up 
than  ourselves,  which  made  some- 
thing incorrect  here ;  nor  was  Cap- 
tain Thomson,  to  whom  he  gave 
Ihem  as  paymaster. 

xa.  15. 


Q.  Have  you  ever  ImKatetl  olh'er 
hand-writings? 

^    A.  N(^;  you  do  not    mean  that  I 
imitated  the  Duke  of  York's. 

Q.  Have  you  ever  imitated  any 
hand-writing  ? 

A.  No,  not  to  make  any  use  of  it  • 
I  might,  with  two  or  three  women) 
laughing,  or  any  thing  in  that  way) 
imitate  a  hr.nd,  but  not  to  make  any 
use  of  it  whatever;  not  to  send  it 
out  ever. 

Q.  You  have  done  it,  to  see  whe- 
ther you  could  doit? 

A.  I  do  not  know  that  I  have  done 
it,  but  it  is  very  often,  when  women 
are  writing,  that  they  might  say. 
Come  you  write  a  hand,  and  see 
whether  it  is  like  any  one's  hand  ;  I 
have  done  it  lately;  several  of 'us 
were  sitting  together,  and  we  were 
playing  at  some  kind  of  game;  per- 
haps there  might  be  some  bad  con- 
struction put  upon  that. 

Q.  What  have  you  done  ? 

A.  I  have  said,  "  Is  not  this  like 
such  a  sort  of  hand,"  and,  ''  that  like 
such  a  sort  of  hand." 

Q.  What  so.-'t  of  hands  were  you 
imitating  at  that  lime,  when  you 
asked,  ''  Whether  it  was  like  this 
sort  of  hand"  or  ''  that  .sort  of  hand  ?" 

A.  I  do  not  know  ;  it  is  very  ri- 
diculous to  mention  here  I  think. 
There  is  a  game  you  play  at,  you  put 
down  a  man's  name  and  then  a  wo- 
man's, and  where  they  are,  and  what 
they  are  doing,  and  then  make  a  lone 
roll  of  it.  ^ 

Q.  Is  it  a  part  of  the  game  to  Imi- 
tate the  hand-writing  of  the  man 
whose  name  you  put  down  } 

A.  No,  but  it  IS  very  likeiy  when 
you  have  written  a  man's  name  to 
say,  "  It  is  very  like  ihe  way  in  which 
he  writes  it 'himself  ;"  or,  when 
speaking  of  a  woman,  "  It  is  very 
like  the  way  in  which  she  writes 
her's,"  if  they  should  be  friends 
whom  you  name. 

Q.  Is  it  any  part  of  the  skill  in  that 

game   to   write  the  name  as  nearly 

resembling  the  hand-writing  of  the 

person  whose  name  it  is  a*  possit;le  ? 

^  ^  A.  No, 
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A.  No,  I  should  think  not;  I 
wrote,  without  knowing  it,  some- 
thing in  the  ofiF.ce  here,  that  1  was 
told  was  very  like  the  writing  of  a 
per>on  here. 

Q.  Whose  writing  did  they  say  it 

■was  like? 

A.  Thev  said    it    was     like   tiie 

Speaker's  hand.  ^ 

Q.  Is  there  any  other  person  shanu- 

writing  that  you  have  resembled  ? 
A.  It  was  accident,   I   never  saw 

his  writing. 

Q.  Have  you  never  told  any  body 
thnt'  you  could  imitate  the  hand- 
writing of  any  one  ? 

A>  No,  I  do  not  recollect  that  I 
have  ;  there  was  a  story  went  about 
that  I  had  forged  for  ^000/.  with  the 
Duke  of  York's  signature,  "  Fre- 
derick,"  but  I  never  did,  I  never 
signed  his  name  in  my  liie,  except 
when  he  has  been  ihere,  and  we 
have  been  trying,  together,  how 
near  I  could  write  to  hmi,  and  he  to 

me. 

Q.  You  have  tried  sometimes  to 
see  how  near  you  could  write  to  the 
Duke  of  York? 

A.  Yes,  but  I  never  did  it  but 
when  he  w  as  by. 

Ct.  Could  you  write  very  near  hmi 
vvhen  you  tried  ? 

A.  i  do  not  know,  he  i*  the  best 
judge  of  that ;  I  beheve  if  he  was 
asked,  he  would  not  say  I  had  ever 
made  use  of  his  name  in  any  writing. 
Q.  In  point  of  fact,  when  you  did 
oUempt  to  write  like  him,  did  you 
succeed  ? 

A.  I  am  sure  I  cannot  tell. 
Q.  Y^ou  know  his  hand-writing  ? 
A.  Y'es,  he  fancied  it  was  a  great 
deal  hke  his  signed  Frederick  ;  that 
was  all  I  ever  attempted  about  it. 

Q.  Do  you  knov^  a  person  of  the 
name  of  Tow' n  ? 

A.  Yes,  I  do,  a  velvet-painter. 
Q.    Did    he  ever   instruct  you  in 
velvet-pain  ing  ? 
A.  Yes,  he  did. 

Q.  Do  not  you  recollect  h.aving 
told  him,  that  you  thought  >ou  pro- 
bably might  make  considerable  pro- 


ficiency in  that  art,  as  you  made 
great  profici  ncy  in  \vriting,  and 
copying  hand-vvriling><  ? 

A.  No,  I  never  told  him  any  such 
thing  ;  you  will  recollect  he  is  a 
Jew"^:  it  is  ridiculous.      (A  laugh.) 

Q.  You  are  quite  sure  you  never 
said  any  such  thing  ? 

A.  Ni>,  I  should  never  have  said 
such  a  thing  to  such  aman. 

Q.  Did  you  ever  write  in  his  pie- 

sence  r 

A.  I  do  not   know  ;  he  used  to  be 
vviih  me  a  good  deal  in  the  morning 
when  I  was  learning  the  velvet- paint- 
ing, and  it  is  very  probable  I  migh.t 
have  been  writing  to   many  persons 
when  he  was  there  ;  besides,  he  was 
to  have  got   a  loan  for  the  Duke  of 
Y'ork  from  Jew  King,   but  h\<  Royal 
Highness  would  not  have  any  thing 
to  do  with  him  when^  he  found  they 
were   Jews,   when    1  own    went    to 
him,  hut  I  do  not  know  that  it  was 
Jew  King  at  the  time  ;  he  told  me  it 
was  a  regular  gentleman. 

Q.   Did    you    ever,   in    a    playing 
way.    attempt   to  imitate  tlie   hand- 
writing of  the  Duke  ot  York  ? 
A.  f  do  not  think  I  did  to  him. 
Q.  Not  to  Mr.  Town? 
A.  No. 

Q.  Have  you  to  any  one  else  ? 
A.  I  do  not   think  I  have,  but^  he 
has  seen   a  great  many  ladies,  when 
he  has  been  with  me  in  a  morning/ 
and  if  he  listened   to  any  of  our  con- 
versation, and  made  remarks  upon  it 
three  or  four  years  afterwards,  I  can- 
not  say  any   thing   to  such  a  thing ; 
the   only   question    is,    to    ascertain 
whether  I  ever  did  make  use  of  the 
Duke  of Yoik's  nan^^e  ;  if  I  had  I  am 
sure  it  would  have  been  against  nie 
long  before  this;  perhaps  he  might 
hav^e   stolen    something   that    might 
have  been  lying  about  the  house. 
Q.  That  Tov\'n  might  ?    _         * 
A.  Yes, he  might ;  very  likely 
Q.  Some  of  this  v.-riting,  perhaps? 
■  A.   lie   mi}^ht   have  taken   papers 
away,    perhaps,    and    thonglit    they 
might  have  been  the  Duke  of  York  s; 
I  believe  he  had  a  note  of  inirudac- 
1  tiQfJ 
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lion  from  me  lo  the  Dake  before  he 
had   seen   these    people   about     the 

Q.  Dif!  yon,  in  his  pre.^ence,  ever 
imiiaie  luiy  oMier  person's  hand- 
wniin^out  '.he  Duke's? 

A  I  -io  not  know  that  I  ever  did 
at  aii  m  his  presence. 

Q.  Bat  he  ma)  Us^vg  been  in  the 
rooai  when  you  did  this  wih  oiher 
ladies,  and  have  ovei  heard  you  ? 

A.  Perhpips  he  migh.t ;  he  ha<  been 
there  Uir«i  or  four  liOurs  ofa  morning. 

Q.  He  may  iiave  been  in  ihe  roc-ui 
when  yuu  were  with  other  ladies, 
and  have  overheard  the  conversation 
which  passed  between  yourself  and 
your  visitors  ? 

A.  Perhap:;  he  might;  I  did  not 
stick  to  the  painting,  a!)d  pf-rhaps  in 
the  morning  persons  might  call  upon 
rce. 

[The  note  being  again  shewn  to  the 
witness.] 

Q.  Look  ui  the  seal  of  that  note  ; 
do  yciA  know  that  seal  ? 

A.  It  is  the  Duke  of  York«»  pri- 
vale  seal  ;  I  dare  say  I  have  many 
like  it  at  homt;. 

Q,  VVhai  is  ihc  inscription  upon  it } 

A.  Never  absent. 

Q.  Is  the  motto  in  French  or 
English  ? 

A.   In  French. 

Q.  Vv^io  is  George  Farquhar  ? 

A.  There  is  no  such  person  ih 
existence,  I  believe  ;  it  was  one  oi 
my  brothers;  I  lost  two  in  the  navy, 
and  that  was  one  of  them. 

Q.  You  do  not  recollect  to  have 
received  that  letter  whicii  you  state 
to  be  in  the  hand-writing  ot  the 
Duke  ot  York  ? 

A.  No,  but  I  must  have  received 
it  because  it  is  addressed  to  me,  and 
it  is  his  Royal  Highnesses  wriiing ;  I 
do  not  think  he  ever  wrote  to  any 
other  person  under  the  name  of 
George  Farqahar  but  me.  . 

Q.  Do  you  recollect  having  ap- 
plied at  any  time  to  his  Royal  High- 
iiess,  to  suspend  the  promotion  of 
Major  Tonyn  ? 

A.  I  do  not  recollect  tl.at  I  did,  it 
is  a  long  while  ago  ;  if  iL  is  meant 


tliat  I  wrote  that  nolo  of  his  Royal 
Hi';:^hness's,  I  dure  sav  he  will  not 
deny  it  if  it  is  shewn  to  hiui ;  1  have 
seals  that  will  exactly  match  with  it 
on  other  letters  of  his  own. 

Q.  Do  you  recollect  any  applica- 
tion to  his  Royal  Highness  which 
could  have  given  rise  to  an  answer 
similar  to  that  contained  in  the  note 
winch  has  been  read  ? 

A.  No,  1  do  not  recollect  anything 
about  it. 

Q.  Y;u  do  not  understand  to  what 
the  contents  of  that  note  allude  ? 

A.  No,  I  do  not  ;  for  I  liave  quite 
forgotten  it  ;  1  think  Caplain  San- 
don  must  have  taken  it  out  of  the 
hou-ie  without  my  permission. 

Q.  Did  hi-;  Royal  Highne?s  at  any 
time  leave  that  private  seal  in  your 
possesNion  ? 

A.  No;  lie  has  that  and  another 
that  he  u=^ed  to  U'^e. 

Q.  You  said  that  you  had  several 
impressions  of  ihe  sanoe  seal  in  your 
possession  ;  are  those  impressions 
unbroken?     A.  Nv),  certainly  not. 

Q.  Are  \ou  positive  you  have  no 
impre'<?ion  of  the  Duke's  seal  un- 
broken in  your  possession  ? 

A.  I  do  not  kno  V  ;  I  should  ra- 
ther think  not ;  I  vva>  always  inclined 
to  read  what  he  sent  to  nie. 

Q.  Are  you  positive  lliat  you  have 
not  any  impre'<s!cn  of  the  Dukd^s 
seal  unbroken  in  your  possession  ? 

A.  Do  you  mean  if  I  had  torn  the 
letter,  and  not  broken  the  seal  ? 

Q.  It  is  not  necessary  to  break  the 
seal  to  open  the  letter  ? 

A.  I  dare  say  I  have  many  not 
broken^,  that  you  might  very  easily 
distinguish  to  be  the  same  seal  as 
that. 

Q.  Did  the  Duke  wear  this  seal  to 
his  watch  ? 

A.  I  do  not  know^  I  am  sure ;  I 
believe  not. 

Q.  Is  tiie  reason  you  have  for 
guiding  your  mv^ther's  hand  when  she 
writes,  }Our  mother's  hind  being  so 
ui. steady  that  she  cannot  write  with- 
out 'iomebouy  guiding  her  hand  ? 

A.  Yes ;  she  cannot  hold  her  hand 
steady  at  all. 

S  c  2  Q.  Y'ou 
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Q.  You  believe  that  one  of  Ihose 
bills  was  wriUen  by  your  mother 
holding  the  pen,  and  you  guiding  her 
hand  ? 

A  I  guided  altogether  entirely  ; 
in  Fact  it  is  piy  own  writing  entirely 
whenever  1  make  use  of  her  hand. 

Q.  The  whole  body  of  the  bill  as 
well  as  the   signature  ? 

A.  Yes;  it  is  my  writing  more 
than  my  raother*s. 

Q.  She  held  the  pen,  and  you 
guided  her  hand? 

A.  I  do  not  know  whether  she 
held  the  pen,  but  1  am  in  the  habit 
of  doing  these  <ort  of  things  when  I 
want  my  mother's  name,  but  I  never 
did  any  thing  without  her  sanction 
at  all. 

Q.  That  is  not  the  question  at  all. 

A.  J  do  not  know  what  you  might 
insinuate  ;  the  bills  have  been  al- 
ready before  the  Court  iMartial,  and 
I  dare  say  they  made  as  many  obser- 
vations as  possible  upon  them,  and  if 
I  had  been  at  all  alarmed  I  should  not 
bsve  allowed  them  to  continue  so 
long;  but  I  believe  this  has  nothing 
10  do  with  the  question  before  the 
House. 

Q.  Do  you  wish  this  Committee 
to  understand  that  you  wrote  these 
fcills,  or  your  mother  ? 

A.  You  may  say  I  wrote  them* 

Q.  And  her  hand  ^v3s  not  guided 
by  you  ? 

A.  If  her  hand  Is  In  mine,  and  I 
guide,  I  write  it,  and  not  her. 

Q.  When  you  guide  your  mother's 
hand,  your  mother  has  the  pen  in  her 
hand,  has  she  not  ? 

A.  Yes. 

Q.  And  you  only  move  her  hand 
and  guide  it  ? 

A.  How  do  you  know  but  what  I 
move  the  pen ;  if  she  takes  the  pen 
up,  I  should  take  it  down  lower,  per- 
haps. 

Q.  I  do  not  know  it,  I  wish  to 
knov/  it. 

A.  Then  you  shall  see  us  write  at 
anv  time. 

Q.  Did  you  hold  the  pen  or  not  ? 

A.  I  forget;  there  are  the  bills, 
and  I  forget  all  about  Ihera, 


Q.  Then  you  holding  the  pen,  you 
wish  the  Committee  to  understand 
that  in  so  far  you  wrote  both  these? 

A.  As  you  please, 

[The  Chairman  directed  the  witness 
to  answer  the  question.] 

A.  I  have  answered  it;  that  is  all 
difference  of  opinion. 

Q.  Then  you  holding  the  pen,  you 
wish^  the  Committee  to  understand, 
that  in  so  far  you  wrote  both  these  ? 

A.  I  fancy  I  said  I  did  not  write 
them  both. 

Q.  Did  you  in  point  of  fact  write 
them  both,  or  only  one,  and  did  your 
mother  write  the  other  ? 

A.  I  tell  you  it  is  impossible  for 
her  to  write. 

Q.  To  what  do  you  ascribe  the 
marked  difference  in  the  hand- writing 
of  these  two  bills  ? 

A.  They  do  not  strike  me  as  being 
very  different,  but  I  certainly  cannot 
write  so  very  quick  when  1  am  writ- 
ing v\^th  my  mother's  hands  as  with 
my  own. 

Q.  Do  you  mean  to  say  you  do  not 
see  any  difference  in  the  hand-writ- 
ing and  signature  of  these  two  bills  ? 

A.  No,  if  you  were  to  see  the  dif- 
ference in  my  letters,  if  you  see  a 
dozen  of  my  letters  you  will  see  them 
all  different ;  you  would  see  a  differ- 
ence in  each. 

Q.  If  you  guide  your  mother's 
hand,  that  hand  being  so  unsteady, 
must  there  not  be  some  unsteadiness 
in  what  is  written  under  that  guid- 
ance  ? 

A.  No,  it  is  entirely  my  own  writ- 
ing, although  I  guide  her  hand. 
'   _  Q.  Then  both  these  blHs  are  en- 
tirely your  hand-writing  ? 

A.  If  you  please  to  understand  that, 
you  may  ;  but  I  had  the  use  of  my 
mother's  hand,  and  they  are  my  writ- 
ing then. 

Q.  You  have  stated,  the  signature 
to  the  bill  of  the  '^Oth  of  May,  signed 
"  E.  Farquhar;"  was  your  u:other*s 
writfng  under  the  guidance  of  her 
hand,  and  that  that  explains  the  dil- 
fe^yence  in  the  hand  lo  the  signature 
oi  the  two  bilk  ? 

A.I 
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A.  I  did  not  say  it  explained  the 
difference  in  the  writing. 

Q.  You  have  slated,  that  the  in- 
dorsement ofliie  bill  which  is  indor- 
sed was  made  by  your  mother,  you 
guiding  her  hand  ? 

A.  Ye^. 

Q.  Look  at  tiie  bills  again. 

A.  It  IS  no  use  looking  at  them,  I 
have  looked  at  ihera  betore. 

Q.  Ltjok  at  them  again  ;  look  at 
the  signature  of  the  bill  of  the  2oih 
of  Ma\,  and  at  the  signature  of  ihe 
bill  of  the  1.5lh  of  July,  and  at  the 
indorsement  of  that  bill,  and  endea- 
vour to  slate,  if  you  can,  whether 
the)  are  all  written  by  the  same 
hand  ? 

A,  They  are  all  written  by  the  same 
hand,  because  they  are  written  by  mine 
and  by  my  mother's. 

Q.  Can  you  give  no  other  explana- 
tion of  the  difference  in  the  appear- 
ance in  that  writing? 

A.  No,  I  cannot. 

Q.  Did  Major  Tonyn  lodge  in  the 
hands  of  a  third  person  500  guineas, 
500/.  of  which, after  he  was  gazetted, 
went  to  yourself,  and  25/.  to  Mr, 
Donovan  ? 

A.  I  did  not  stale  any  such  thing, 
for  I  did  not  know  what  Mr.  Dono- 


van had ;  I  only  slated  what  I  had  my- 
self. 

Q.  What  had  you  yourself? 

A.  What  I  said  before. 

Q.  Was  that  500/.? 

A.  Yes. 

Q.  Was  it  not  natural  for  you,  as 
you  knew  you  were  to  receive  500/. 
to  hurry  the  gazetting  of  MajorTonyn 
as  much  as  you  could? 

A.  Not  if  there  were  any  circum- 
stances against  it. 

Q.  Did  you  not  wish  that  Major 
Tonyn  should  be  gazetted,  in  order 
that  you  might  get  the  500/.  ? 

A.  In  the  end  I  did. 

Q.  If  you  had  written  any  letters 
to  the  Duke  of  York  on  the  subject, 
with  that  wish  in  your  mind,  would 
it  not  have  been  a  letler  to  urge  the 
gazetting  of  Major  Tonyn  ? 

A,  I  do  not  recollect  writing  hfra 
any  letter,  nor  do  I  recollect  having 
any  answer  about  it  in  writing. 

Q.  If  you  had  written  to  the  Duke 
of  York  upon  the  subject,  would  you 
not  have  been  more  likely  to  have 
written  to  hasten  the  gazetting  of 
Major  Tonyn  than  to  delay  it  ? 

A.  I  do  not  know. 

[The  ivitness  ti'as  directed  to  zvith- 
drazv.'] 


Mr  Perceval  conceived  it  was  the  wish  of  the  Honse,  that  the 
Lest  evidence  that  could  be  found  ought  to  be  brought  forward  to 
prove  whether  the  note  was  the  writing  of  his  Royal  Highness  or  not. 
He  thought  Colonel  Gordon  was  the  best  evidence  that  could  be 
produced,  and  it  being  impossible  that  his  attendance  could  be  had 
that  night,  he  moved,  "  That  the  Committee  should  rise,  and  the 
Chairman  report  progress."— Agreed  to. 

The  House  resumed,  and  the  Chairman  reported  that  the  Ser» 
jeant  bad  accompanied  the  prisoner  to  his  chambers,  and  had  laid 
before  the  Committee,  several  papers  which  he  found  there. 

Mr.  Perceval  then  moved/'  That  they  should  be  referred  to  a 

Select  Committee,  to  investigate  if  any  and  which  of  them  related 

to  the  business  before  the  Committee  of  the  whole  House."  Agreed 

to;  and  the  following  Committee  was  appointed  :  Mr.  Leach^  Mr. 

Wardle,  Mr.  Brand,  Mr.  Croker,  and  Mr.  C.  W.  Wynne. 

Mr.  Perceval  moved,  ''  That  Captain  Huxley  Sandon,  then  iti 
the  custody  of  the  Serjeant  at  Arms,  should  be  committed  to  New- 
gate/'which  was  carried  unanimously. 

Adjourned  at  Four  o'clock. 
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TENTH  BAY. 

17th   FEBRUARY  1  809. 


Mr.  Leach  brought  up  the  Report  of  tlie  Commitree,  to  whom. 
were  referred  the  icrters  producsd  ths  preceding  night  by  Capt.  Hux- 
ley SanclfTn.     It  wiis  as  follows  : 

The  Select  Committee,  appointed  to  inspect  certain  Letters, 
Wiiich  have  been  delivered  in  to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House, 
appointed  lo  investigate  the  Conduct  of  his  Royal  Highness  the 
Duke  of  York,  the  Commander  in  Chief,  wirli  regard  to  Promo- 
tions, EKchanc^cs,  and  Appointments  to  Commissions  in  the  Aimyj 
and  SiafF  of  the  Army,  and  in  raising  Levi^^s  for  the  Aimy  ^  and  to 
report  to  the  House  sucii  of  them,  or  such  parts  of  them,  as  may  be 
relevant  to  the  Matters  referred  lo'the  Consideiation  of  the  said  Com- 
mittee of  tlie  Wiiole  House;— -Have  agreed  to  report  as  follows: 

Your  Committee  have  inspected  tlie  several  Lettejs  referred  to 
them  by  the  House;  and  are  of  Opinion,  that  all  the  said  Letters 
mav  be  relevant  to  the  Matters  in  question. 

ihe  letters  were  referred  to  the  Comiiiiltee  of  the  whole  House, 
r.ppoinied  to  inquire  into  the  conduct  of  his  Royal  Highness  the 
Duke  of  York^  into  which  Committee  Lord  Folkstone  moved  that 
the  House  should  then  resolve  itself. 

Mr.  Berks lORD,  previous  to  the  Speaker  leaving  the  Chair^ 
desired  to  call  the  attention  of  the  House  to  a  misrepresentation  in 
a  Mornino:  Print,  of  what  had  fallen  from  hmr  the  nieht  before, 
and  v,hich  of  f*ourse  was  to  be  considered  as  a  breach  of  the  pri- 
vileges of  that  House.  If  he  were  at  any  time  to  make  use  of 
words  hurtful  to  the  feelings  of  any  gentleman,  he  would  never  do 
so  without  provocation;  and  having  used  them^  he  would  not  be 
the  person  lightly  to  retract  them  ;  but  in  this  instance,  words  had 
been  put  into  his  mouth  which  had  never  fallen  from  him,  and 
which  were  highly  injurious  to  the  hon.  gentleman  (ISir.  Vx'ardle), 
to  whom  they  v.ere  supposed  to  be  addressed.  The  paper  he  al- 
luded to  \\3.s'The  Morning-  Post  of  this  dnv,  iii  which  he  bad  been 
made  to  say^  *•  he  could  not  refrain  from  animadverlmg  on  the 
conduct  of  the  hon.  member,,  which  he  considered  as  unhandsome 
andun:4;entlGiiK\niy."  He  appealed  to  the  recollection  of  the  House, 
whether  those  or  an}-  such  words  had  fallen  from  him  ;  and  suggest- 
ed whether  the  Printer  sliould  not  be  brought  to  the  Bar  of  the 
House,,  in  custody  of  the  Serjeant,  to  answer  for  the  breach  of 
privilege. 

The  .Speaker  pointed  out  the  regular  course  of  proceeding  to 
he,  where  any  member  complained  of  such  a  breach  of  privilege, 
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for  the  member  so  complaining  to  deliver  in  the  paper  at  the  t?l>le, 
and  then  the  House  would,  if  called  upon,  order  the  Printer  to 
attend  at  their  bar  upon  a  future  day.  If  the  House  chose  it,  thej 
might  adopt  this  course  in  the  present  instance. 

The  Morning  Post  of  this  day  was  accordingly  handed  in  to  the 
Clerk  of  the  House,  who  proceeded  to  read  the  following  para- 
graph : — 

''  Mr.  Beresfced,  addressing  himself  to  Mr.  Wardle,  said, 
he  could  not  refrain  from  animadverting  on  several  parts  of  the 
hon.  member's  conduct,  in  reference  to  him,  fiom  the  commence- 
ment of  this  inquiry.     He  considered  it  mihandsome  and  untrentle- 

Mr.  Ber estop. d  then  proceeded  to  state,  that  thougli  this  was 
certainly  a  breach  of  privilege,  yet  he  had  no  wish  to  iniiict 
punishment  for  the  offence;  his  principal  object  being,  that  the 
public  might  know  him  to  be  incapable  of  using  such  cspressions. 

The  Speaker  observed,  that  there  w^as  a  course  of  proceeding 
whicli  the  House  sometimes  adopted,  when  a  complaint,  such  as 
the  present,  was  made;  but  without  being  accompanied  by  any 
wish  for  punishment,  which  was  to  adjourn  the  co'^sideration  of 
the  complaint  to  some  future  day,  in  order  to  afford  an  opportunity 
of  seeing  whether  the  party  so  offending  should  persist  in  the 
offence  or  retract;  and  the  House  might,  if  they  saw  proper, 
adopt  that  mode  in  the  present  instance.  It  was  accordingly 
moved,  "  That  the  further  consideration  of  the  complaint  be  ad- 
journed to  Monday  se'nnight." 

Lord  Folk  stone  seconded  the  motion,  and  took  the  oppor- 
tunity of  declaring,  that  no  such  Vv^ords  as  those  imputed  to  the 
hon.  member  had  passed;  if,  therefore,  his  object  were  to  justify 
himself  to  the  w^orid  from  the  imputation  of  having  used  then], 
that  purpose  had  been  fully  and  satisfactorily  answered,  by  the  very 
candid,  handsome,  and  manly  manner,  in  which  he  had  disavov^"- 
ed  them. 

Another  hon.  member  expressed  his  opinion,  that,  from  the 
frequency  of  offences  of  this  nature,  they  should  be  more  attended 
to  than  they  were,  in  order  to  put  a  stop  to  the  repetition. 

Mr.  Perceval  thought,  that  if  the  hon.  member  declined 
pressing  the  matter,  it  would  be  difficult  for  the  House  to  inter- 
fere. If,  indeed,  an  offence  vvere  formally  complained  of,  the 
House  could  not  refuse  taking  cognizance  of  it,  and  punishing  the 
ofi^ender.  He  could  not,  however,  but  remark,  that,  where  the 
practice,  which  had  prevailed  for  so  mjmy  years,  of  allowing  their 
proceedings  to  go  forth  into  the  v/orld,  was  permitted,  it  must 
not  be  supposed,  without  attributing  to  the  persons  employed  in 
reporting  them  more  talents  than  usually  fell  lo  the  lot  of  man, 
but  that  mistakes  must  sometimes  happen;  and  where  such  oc- 
curred, without  ans^  imputation  of  design  or  wilful  misrepresenta- 
tion, he  considered  it  best  to  pass  them  by  without  notice.  He 
had  this  morning  put  into  his  hand  a  paper,  in  which  there  was  a 
most  complete  misrepresentation  of  several   passages  oi'  what  fell 
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from  him  last  night*  In  particular  it  had  been  stated,  that  when 
Mr.  Adam  came  to  his  house,  Captain  Sandon  had  presumed  to 
follow  him.  As  he  had  never  used  such  an  expression,  he  could 
not  conceive  how  he  had  been  so  much  misunderstood  ;  but  as  he 
could  not  form  a  notion  oF  any  wilful  error  in  the  statement  he 
certainly  did  not  consider  it  a  subject  deserving  of  notice  or  repre- 
liension.  With  these  sentiments  on  the  subject,  he  heartily  con- 
curred m  the  motion  for  deferring  the  considtvation  of  the  com- 
plaint. 

Mr.  W.  Smith  did  not  think  tlie  consideration  of  an  offence 
depended  on  the  degree  of  pressure  with  which  the  complaint  of  it 
might  be  made;  because,  though  it  might  not  be  congenial  to  the 
feelings  of  a  gentleman  to  urge  it,  the  offence  itself  might  be  of 
such  a  nature  as  to  call  upon  the  House  to  punish  it;  although 
he  did  not  dissent  from  the  present  motion,  because  in  this  instance 
he  believed  the  offence  to  be  involuntary.  But  he  certainly  did 
think,  that  if  the  person  complained  of  were  to  be  called  to  their 
Bar  and  reprimanded,  neither  would  he  have  just  cause  of  com- 
plaint on  the  grour.d  of  severity,  nor  could  any  one  say,  that  the 
liberty  of  the  press,  of  which  he  was  always  the  warmest  advocate, 
was  invaded.  In  this  mode  of  proceeding  much  lenity  would  be 
shewn,  for  he  entirely  agreed  with  the  sentiment  expressed  by  the 
right  hon.  gentleman  (Mr.  Perceval),  that  where  mistakes  appear- 
ed to  be  purely  unintentional,  they  should  be  passed  over. 

Mr.  Yorke  was  of  opinion,  tliat  the  discipUne  of  the  House, 
with  respect  to  their  privileges,  had  of  late  become  much  too  lax, 
and  that  hence  arose  many  of  the  evils  they  had  to  complain  of 
It  had  been  said,  that  allowance  should  be  made  for  the  want  of 
intention  to  misrepresent;  but  he  admitted  of  no  such  excuse;  be- 
cause, where  any  one  undertook  to  report  what  was  said,  he  was 
responsible  for  his  conduct.  He  therefore  was  of  opinion,  that 
whenever  a  complaint  was  brought  before  them,  the  offender 
should  be  brought  to  their  Bar,  and  punishment  inflicted  to  the 
degree  his  offence  might  seem  to  merit.  He  did  not  think  any 
new  sanctions  were  wanted  in  order  to  guard  their  privileges,  nor 
did  he  wish  to  see  any  alteration  in  their  practice,  unless  they 
should  be  forced  to  it  by  the  repetition  of  offences  against  them. 

Mr.  Whu  bread  considered  the  evils  complained  of  as  com- 
paratively notning,  when  put  in  opposition  to  the  benefits  resulting 
from  tlie  practice  of  letting  the  world  know  the  whole  of  their  pro- 
ceedings. In  the  present  instance,  the  evil  was  cured  by  the  con- 
duct of  the  hon.  member,  in  so  handsomely  disavowing  the  words 
imputed  to  him. — He,  therefore,  differed  from  those  who  thought 
punishment  necessary;  on  the  contrary,  he  thought  what  was  by 
some  called  licentiousness,  was  not  without  its  uses,  and  that  no 
shackles  could  be  imposed  but  what  would  be  likely  to  produce  in 
the  end,  that  burst  which  ignorance  w^as  likely  to  create.  He  had 
sat  man}'  years  in  that  House,  and  he  had  scarcely  ever  known  an 
instance  m  wliich  their  privileges  had  been  exerted  in  opposition 
to  publications,  ia  which  much  harm  had  not  been  done.     They 
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certainly  could  not  accuse  the  law  officers  of  being  remiss  in  pro- 
secutin"-  in  cases  of  libel,  nor  could  it  be  said,  that  punishment 
did  not  follow  to  a  great  degree  of  severity.  He  wished  to  draw 
the  attention  of  the  right  hon.  uentleman  opposite  him  (Mr.  Perce- 
val), to  an  error  which  had  g(  ne  forth,  respecting  what  had  fallen 
from  him  yesterday;  to  correct  which,  he  thought  it  would  be  well 
if  he  were  to  have  his  narrative  Altered  on  their  minutes;  he  there- 
fore threw  this  out  for  consideration. 

Mr.  Yorke  rose  to  explain  a  misconception.  The  hon.  gentle- 
man had  supposed  him  to  say  that  new  shackles  were  necessary  to 
guard  their  privileges,  but  he  denied  having  used  such  an  expies- 
sion;  on  the  contrary,  he  had  expressly  asserted,  that  no  new 
sanctions  were  wanted,  in  order  to  guard  their  privileges. 

Mr.  VViiiTBREAD  was  sorry  if  he  had  misconceived  him,  but 
he  had  certainly  understood  him  to  have  said  so. 

Mr.  Bathurst  contended  that  these  were  no  times  for  any  one 
to  advocate  the  cause  of  licentiousness.  There  was  no  one  less  in- 
clined to  stretch  the  arm  of  the  law  than  he  was,  but  they  were  the 
best  friends  to  the  liberty  of  the  press  who  looked  with  a  jealous  eye 
to  its  licentiousness;  and  when  offences  existed,  they  should  either 
use  the  law  as  it  stood,  or,  in  case  of  its  failure,  make  new  securi- 
ties for  their  protection. 

Mr.  Perceval,  in  reply  to  the  suggestions  of  the  hon.  mem- 
ber (Mr.  Whitbread),  said,  he  had  no  objection  whatever  to  his 
narrative  appearing  on  their  minutes,  but  it  was  merely  an  opening 
of  the  case,  in  order  to  explain  the  evidence  he  was  about  to  calL 
It  was  true  he  had  not  called  Colonel  Hamilton,  but  that  was  be- 
cause Captain  Sandon  had,  after  he  had  recovered  from  his  pre- 
varication, stated  every  thing  Colouel  Hamilton  was  to  prove. 
There  was  no  statement  on  their  minutes  of  the  charges  which  had 
been  brought  forward ;  and  so  in  like  manner  he  conceived  what 
he  had  stated  should  not  appear  there. 

The  Attorney  General  considered  the  proposition  as  en- 
tirely new  ;  no  such  thing  had  been  ever  done;  and  the  hon.  mem- 
ber who  brought  forward  the  charges,  might  equally  be  called  on 
to  have  his  statement  entered  on  their  minutes.  Bu't  there  were 
topics  taken  up  by  the  non.  gentleman  (Mr.  Whitbread),  which 
called  for  observation.  He  had  said,  the  law  officers  were  not 
remiss  in  prosecuting.  Tliis  phrase  would  carry  a  very  different 
meaning,  when  sent  forth  to  the  public,  than  what  was  conveyed 
to  the  House.  For  his  part,  he  understood  him  to  mean  by  it, 
that  they  were  more  than  commendably  diligent;  but  he  would 
ask  whether,  comparing  the  number  of  prosecutions  witfi  that  of 
the  publications  calling  for  prosecutions,  they  bore  any  proportion  ? 
The  hon.  gentleman  had  also  alluded  to  the  severity  of  punishments 
in  cases  of  libel.  The  learned  judges,  whose  province  it  was, 
would,  he  was  sure,  be  well, able  to  defend  themselves,  when  pro- 
perly called  on  ;  but,  he  must  say,  it  was  not  fair  to  have  insinua- 
tions sent  forth,  under  the  sanction  of  his  name.  He  was  sura 
the  hon.  gentleman  would  not  name  the  instances   to  whie'i  he 
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alluded,  as  be  liad  no  doubt  but  tbe  judgments  would  stand  inves- 
tigation ;  but  he  should  be  distinct  in  his  charge^  who  the  parties 
were,  and  how  the  judgments  were  severe;  and  above  all,  those  to 
whom  he  alluded,  should  have  the  opportunity  oF  answering  dis- 
tinctlv  to  this  charge.  He  apologized  for  making  these  observa- 
tions,' but  if  he  were  to  remain  silent,  he  might  be  accused  of  hav- 
ing acquiesced. 

Mr.  WiiiTTjPvEAD  declared,  he  was  ready  to  explain  what  was 
the  judgment  he  complained  of,  if  called  upon. 

After  a  few  observations  from  Mr.  Canning,  wbo  was  called  to 
order  by  Lnrd  Folkstone,  the  conversation  was  ended  by  Mr.  War- 
die  declaring  he  was  not  awareofany  improper  expressions  having 
been   used    by    the   hon.   member  who  had  brought  forward  the 

business. 

The  motion  was  then  put  and  carried,  that  the  further  consider- 
ation of  tbe  complainant  be  postponed  till  Monday  se'nnight. 

Mr.  Charles  Adams  observed,  that  upon  reading  some 
parts  of  the  minutes  already  printed,  be  could  not  belp  thinking  it 
would'  be  important  to  examine  some  of  Mrs.  Clarke's  servants, 
as  to  whether  or  not  they  had  seen  the  list  alluded  to  in  her  testi- 
mony, purporting  to  be  a  list  of  persons  noted  down  for  promotion,, 
or  for  whom  places  were  to  be  solicited  through  the  Duke  ot  York's 
influence.— This  he  thought  necessary,  in  order  to  ascertain, 
v.hether  *he  Duke  of  York  occasionally  saw  that  list.    ^         ^  . 

Mr.  WHiTBREAD  thought  furihcr  evidence  upon  this  point  mi- 
necessarv,  in  the  present  stage  of  the  proceedings,  the  more 
especially,  as  it  appeared  Mrs^  Clarke  only  exhibited  that  list  at 
nio-bt,  when  going  to  bed,,  and  then  occasionally  added  names  to  it. 

^1r.  Charles  Adams  said,  he  should  propose  some  further 
«juestions  to  Mrs.  Clarke,  upon  this  point,  when  sbe  should  make 
her  appearance  this  evening. 

On  the  motion  of  Lori>  Folkstone^  tbe  House  then  went 
into  a  Committee. 

The  Chairman  stated,  that  he  bad  received  a  letter  in  the 
niornifig,  si2;iied  "John  P.  'i\  Tucker,  Adjutant  General's  Office, 
Edinburgh,"' and  dated  the  8th  instant;  whicli  if  it  were  the  plea- 
sure of 'the  House,  he  should   read.     He    accordingly   read   the 

letter.  .        rs,- 

SiR  Arthlr  VVkllesley  bore  testunony  to  the  m.erits  ot 
Lieut.  George  'I'ucker,  who  was-  lately  drowned  in  the  Frimrok. 
Since  that  officer's  name  had  been  mentioned,  he  could  not  help 
being  inchned  to  think  that  some  improper  modes  had  been  taken 
by  some  individuals  to  communicate  with  him  (Lieut.  Tucker)  at 
the  time  he  was  about  to  be  promoted.  ISome  of  the  army  brokers^ 
hearing  of  the  probabiiitv  oFhis  being  promoted,  endeavoured  to 
induce  him  to  give  money,  in  order  thc^t  tliat  fact  nd^ht  be  pro- 
duced through  some  of  the  channels  to  this  House.  Had  it  been 
necessary,  he  should  have  thought  it  proper  to  bring  eviden^ce  to 
%he  Bar  of  the  House  to  prove  "thiU  fact,  and  to  shew  that  Lieut. 
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George  Tucker  procured  bis  promotions  entirely  through  his  ser- 
vices^ and  that  he  did  not  pay  for  any  of  them. 

Eakl  Temple  moved,  "  That,  in  justice  to  the  memory  of  the 
gallant  officer,  and  to  the  writer  of  the  letter  in  question,  it  should 
be  entered  upon  the  minutes  of  their  proceedings." 

Lord  FoLKsioNE  begged  leave  to  add  bis  testimony  to  that 
of  the  fight  hon.  oihcer  opposite,  as  to  Lieut.  Tucker's  services. 
He  believed  that  the  nanse  'Luchcv  had  been  only  introduced 
through  mistake^  and  although  not  entered  upon  the  minutes,  liad 
gone  forth  to  the  public,  instead  of  the  name  of  Ti otter,  and 
therefore  he  deemed  the  entering  of  that  letter  unnecessary. 

General  Stewart  also  added  his  testimony  as  to  the  merits 
of  the  officer  in  question,  and  supported  the  motion  for  entering 
'    the  letter  in  the  minutes. 

Sjr  Thomas  Tukton  could  not  agree  to  it,  as  the  hter  itself 
was  by  no  means  evidence,  the  hand-writing  not  being  proved  at 

the  bar. 

Mr.  Perceval  said,  the  Committee  had  already  received 
several  letters  as  evidence  in  their  proceedings,  without  any  proof 
of  hand-writing,  such  as  those  of  the  Baroness  Nolleken;  and, 
therefore,  as  they  had  received  letters  that  might  injure  indivi- 
duals, he  could  not  see  any  good  ground  for  ixot  receiving  others 
that  contradicted  any  statements  made  throughout  the  evidence. 

Mr.  Sturges  BouRxNE  supported  the  motion;  but  the  matter 
ended  by  Earl  Temple  saying, 'he  should  defer  it  till  he  coukl  prove 
the  hand-writing. 

Mr.  Wardle  then  stated,  that  he  had  received  a  letter  from 
Miss  Taylor,  setting  forth  that  Mrs.  Hovenden  had  committed 
various  mistakes  as  to  her,  in  her  testimony ;  which  letter,  if  the 
Committee  thought  proper,  he  should  read.  He  accordingly  did 
read  it,  and  ii  produced  some  discussion,  relative  to  the  best 
mode  of  rectifying  those  mistakes,  and  justifying  the  character  of 
the  lady  in  question  ;  but  it  was  thought  that  to'  enter  all  the 
letters  that  might  be  written  by  individuals  conceiving  themselves 
injured,  would  be  endless;  and, therefore,  the  matter  was  dropped. 

Mr.  Perceval  then  stated,  that  he  should  proceed  to  call 
evidence  as  to  the  short  note  produced  last  night,  and  said  to  be 
of  the  hand-writing  of  the  Duke  of  York. 


{The  first  ivitneGS  called  h'/js-Colokel 
Gordon,  zt/io  ii'as  examined  by  ]SIr. 
PercevalJ 

Q.  I  need  not  ask  you  whether  you 
.are '  acquainted  with  the  Duke  of 
York's  hand-writing? 

A.    1  certainly  am. 

Q,  Look  at  that  paper  \th€  short 
note  spoken  to  by  Airs.  Clarke  last 
night']  the  outside  and  the  inside 
IColoml  Gordon  looked  at  the  letter']  ? 


A.  I  have  formed  my  opinion  up- 
on  it 

Q.  State  to  the  Committee  your 
opinion? 

A.  The  utmost  I  can  say  is,  that 
it  bears  a  very  strong  resemblance  to 
his  Royal  Highness's  hand- writing, 
but  whether  it  is  or  is  not  I  cannot 
take  upon   myself  to  say. 

Q.  You  speak  to  the  inside  of  the 
not(%  when  you  make  tliut  observa- 
tion ? 

J  D  2  A.  To 
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A.  To  both  inside  end  outside. 
-   Q.  Have  you  any  reason  to  doubt 
that  it  is  the  Buke's  hand-writing  ? 

A.  I  do  not  think  that  I  can,  con- 
sistently with  my  own  honour,  give  a 
stronger  opinion  than  that  which  I 
have  already  given. 

(By  Lord  Folkstone.) 
Q.  Are  those   letters    the    hand- 
writing of  the  Duke  ot  York  ? 

A.  r  think  that  is  the  hand-writing 
of  the  Duke  of  York  [a  Itttcr  respect- 
ing  General  Clavering]  ;  1  am  of  the 
same   opinion    with  respect   to    the 

other. 

Q.  I  observed  that  you  gave  your 
opinion  with  respect  to  the  first  let- 
ter, on  a  comparison  with  other  pa- 
pers in  your  possession,  and  that  you 
did  not  compare  the  two  last  letters 
that  were  shewn  to  you  wiih  those 
other  papers  ;  for  what  reason  did 
^ou  make  the  comparison  in  the  one 
ca^e  and  not  in  the  other  ? 

A.  The  papers  with  which  I  com- 
pared the  first  scrap  of  writing,  were 
letters  that  1  received  from  the  Duke 
ofYorkin  180K  1805,  1806,  18Q7, 
and  1808.  which  convinced  me  that 
the  Duke  of  York  varies  very  little 
in  his  hand-writing  ;  1  thought  it 
necessary  to  make  a  very  accurate 
comparison  of  the  first  paper,  when 
so  small  a  scrap  of  writing  was  pro- 
»  duced  to  me,  and  I  i^^und  that  that 
scrapof  writing,  as  I  said  betore,  bore 
a  strong  resemblance  to  the  Duke  of 
.  York's  hand-writing  ;  in  looking  over 
theltwo  last  letters,  each  of  which  con- 
^  tained  two  or  three  pages  of  writing, 
Ithoiight  it  quite  unnecessary  to  make 
any  such  coniparibon. 

Q.  Was  the  opinion  which  you  for- 
med  with  respect  to  that  writing  on 
ihat  scrap  of  paper,  formed  in  con- 
sequence of  your  knowledge  of  the 
Duke  of  York's  writing,  or  merely 
from  the  comparison  which  you  made  ? 
A.  From  both. 

(By  Mr.  Martin.) 
Q.  If  a  letter  of  the  same  hand- 
writing as  that  which  you  call  the 
5 


scrap  of  paper,  had  been  addressed 
to  you,  and  received  by  you,  should 
you  have  hesitated  to  act  upon  it  ? 

A.  I  observe  that  scrap  of  paper 
had  no  signature  affixed  to  it,  I  there- 
fore would  not  act  upon  it. 

(By  Mr.  Crevy.) 

Q.  If  that  scrap  of  paper  Jiad  had 
the  Duke  of  York's  signature  affixed 
to  it,  would  you  have  acted  upon  it  ? 

A.  If  that  scrap  of  paper  had  had 
the  signature  of  the  Duke  of  Y^ork's  af- 
fixed to  it,  1  would  not  have  acted 
upon  it;? 

(By  Mr.  Martin.) 

Q.  If,  the  same  hand  in  which 
that  scrap  of  paper  is  written,  there 
iiad  been  the  signature  of  Frederick;, 
of  the  same  hand-writing,  ^^ould  you 
have  acted  upon  it  r 

A.  Unless  I  saw  the  hand-writing  in 
which  Frederick  was  written,  I  cannot 
possibly  answer  that  question. 

]_The  zvitncss   ivas  directed  to   zdth- 
draiv.'] 

(General  Brownrigg  called  in  and 
examined  by  Mr.  Perceval.) 

Q.  Look  at  that  paper  which  will 
be  put  into  your  hand  ithe  short 
note],  and  say,  whether  you  believe 
it  to  be  the  writing  of  the  Duke  of 
York.  Have  you  formed  any  opi- 
nion of  that  hand-writing  } 

A.  I  think  it  resembles  the  Duke 
of  York's  hand-writing,  but  I  cannot 
positively  say  it  is  his  hand-writing, 
[The  letter  respecting  General  Claver- 
ing being  shezvn  to  General  Broivnrigg'] 
This  is  certainly  like  [the  Duke  of 
Y^ork's  hand-writing,  that  I  have  now 
looked  at ;  but  I  do  not  think  the  ad- 
dress is;  the  address  is  not  like  His 
Royal  Higbness's  writing. 

Q.  Do  you   believe  it  is  his  hand- 

writing  ? 

A.  It  is  so  like  his  hand-writing, 
that  I  should  conclude  it  is  ;  I  speak 
of  the  letter,  dated  Sandgate,  August 
M,  1804.  [The  other  letter  produced 
hj  Mrs.  Clarke  was  shewn  to  General 

Brounriggj. 
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Brvamrigg]  This  letter  is  also  like  the 
Duke  of  York's  writing. 

Q.  What  is  your  opinion   upon  it  ; 
do  vou  believe  that  to  be  his  writing  ? 

A.  I  do  beKun-e  it  to  be  his  hand- 
writing ;  it  is  so  like  it,  that  I  con- 
clude it  to  be  his  writing  ;  and  this 
letter,  dated  the  4lh  of  August  1S05, 
is  not  at  all  like  his  hand-writing  ;  1 
should  not  suppose  it  is. 

Q.  Look  at  the  short  note  ;  look 
over  leaf;  what  is  your  opinion  of 
that ;  what  do  you   believe  respecting 

that  ? 

A.  My  opinion  is,  that  it  is  not  so 
like  the  Duke  of  York's  hand- writing 
as  the  others  ;  it  does  not  resemble  the 
Duke  of  York's  hand-writing  in  the 
same  degree  that  the  others  do  ;  there 
certainly  does  appear  to  me  a  simila- 
rity between  the  Duke's  writing  and 
this;  yet  I  cannot  speak  so  positively 
as  to 'its  being  his  writing  as  I  do  to 
the  others ;  I  cannot  speak  so  deci- 
dedly. 

Q.  Is  the  direction  of  that  note 
more  or  less  like  the  Duke  of  York's 
hand-writing  than  the  direction  of  the 
other  notes  you  speak  to  ? 

A.  I  think  it  is  more  like  it;  1 
think  the  address  appears  to  be  writ- 
ten in  the  same  hand  as  the  inside  ;  the 
address  is  written  in  a  better  hand,  it 
is  written' fairer  and   more  distinctly. 

(By  Mr.  iMartin.) 
Q,  From  your  observation  of  the 
hand-writing  of  the  short  note,  do  you 
or  do  you  not  believe  it  to  be  the 
hand-writing  of  His  lloyal  Highness  .? 
A.  I.  certainly  do  not  believe  it  lo 
be  the  hand-writing  of  the  Duke  of 
York,  that  is  to  say,  I  could  not  swear 
it  was  the  Duke  of  York's  hand-writ- 
ing. 

(By  Mr.  C.  Adams.) 

Q.  If  the  Duke  of  York's  signature 
had  been  to  that  note,  would  you  have 
acted  upon  it  ? 

A.  I  really  think  I  sliould,  looking 
at  it  cursorily,  as  I  should  in  reading  a 
short  note  from  the  Duke  of  York,  and 
"vyitjiout  having  any  suspicion  that  it 


could  not  be  the  Duke  of  York's 
hand-writing,  I  very  pioi)ably  shotild 
havej  acted  upon  it  if  his  signature 
liad  been  to  it. 

(Bj/  LoPwD  FOLIvSTONE.) 

Q.  In  this  case,  what  gave  you  any 
suspicion  that  that  could  not  be  the 
Duke  of  York's  writing  ? 

A.  Because  I  happened  to  be  in  t'ne 
House  of  Commons  last  night,  and 
heard  this  note  made  a  m -Alter  of 
question  in  the  House  ;  that  is  my  rea- 
son. 

Q.  Are  the  Committee  to  under- 
stand, that  you  do  not  believe  that 
note  to  he  the  hand-writing  of  the 
Duke  of  York? 

A.  lean  oniy  repeat  wliat  I  have 
before  said  in  answer  to  the  same  ques- 
tion ;  I  think  I  have  already  answered 
that  question  in  my  last  answer  but 
one. 

IThe  zdtness   icas  directed  to  vdth- 

draiv.'] 

CCoLONEL  Gordon  rvas  again  called 
in  and  examined  by  Lord  Folks- 

TON^E.) 

Q.  Did  YOU  ever  bear  that,  there 
was  any  suspicion  raised  respectiwg. 
the  small  note  whicli  was  lately  put 
into  your  hand,  whether  it  was  ihe 
Duke  of  York's  hand-writing  or  not, 
before  you  were  examined  at  the  Bar 
upon  that  sul:)ject  ? 

A.  Certainly  I  have. 

Q.  Wiien  and  where  ? 

A.  The  best  way  for  me  to  pro- 
ceed is  to  tell  the  thing  exactly  as  it 
liappened  from  the  beginning  to  the 
end.  \  think  last  Saturday  week 
about  half  past  ten  at  night,  the  Duke 
of  York  and  Mr.  Adam  called  at  my 
liouse  ;  I  liad  been  extremely  fa- 
tigued and  vas  going  lo  bed  ;  f  was 
inidresscd  ;  I  went  in  my  undress 
into  the  room  where  were  the  Duke  of 
York  and  Mr.  Adam  ;  the  first  word 
that  was  said  to  me  was  by  the  Duke 
of  York,  and  I  think  the  words  were 
these;  '*  Here  is  a  very  extraordinary 
business  ;  here  is  a  forgery  "  Upon 
which  Mr.  Adam  related  to  me,  that 

Captaiu 
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Optain  Sandon  and  Colonel  Ha- 
milton had  come  to  town  ;  that 
Colonel  Hamilton  had  called  upon 
him,  and  told  him,  that  he  had  seen  a 
note  of  the  Duke  of  York's  in  the  pos- 
session of  Captain  Sandon.  After 
some  further  conversation,  more  gene- 
ral, upon  tiiis  point  and  others  con- 
nected vvith  it,  it  wasdetermini^d  thst 
I  5ihould  desire  Colonel  Hamilton  to 
call  at  the  Horse  Guard?  tiie  next  day 
at  one  o'clock,  to  meet  Mr.  Adam  ;  I 
did  so,  and  the  next  day  at  one  o'clock 
the  messenger  brnusrht  word  to  me 
that  Colonel  Hamilton  was  waiting  in 
tbe  usual  waiting-room  ;  Mr.  Adam 
vent  out  to  him,  and  that  is  all  that  I 
ran  speak  as  to  the  note,  of  my  own 
knowledge. 

Q.  Do  you  mean  to  st;'.te,  that  the 
suspicion  which  you  had  heard  of,  re- 
specting this  note,  was  an  expression 
of  the  Duke  of  York  respecting  a 
forgery. 

A.  Certainly. 

Q.  How  do  you  know  that  this  is 
..(he  same  note  to  which  the  Duke  of 
York  alluded  ? 

A.  I  reaily  do  not  know  any  thing 
about  it,  I  never  heard  of  any  other 
notcy 

Q.  Have  you  ever  heard  of  that 
note  from  tliat  time  to  this  ? 

A  Yes,  I  have.  In  continuation 
of  what  passed  on  Sunday,  T  think,  1 
may  state  that  I  went  the  next  day, 
the  Monday  or  Tuesday,^tothe  Chan- 
cellor of  the  E\che(iuer,  and  I  had 
further  conversation  upon  th.is  very 
note,  but  I  think  merely  recai)i!uhition 
f'f  wiiat  1  have  already  stated  to  this 
Committee. 

Q,  Have  you  had  any  other  con- 
versation about  this  note  since  that 
time,  with  any  person  ? 

A.  I  have  cart^fully  avoided  any 
conversation  upoji  it  ;  but  I  tliinkthe 
other  evening,  three  or  four  evenings 
ago,  waiting  in  the  room  above  stairs 
with  Colonel  Hamilton,  some  conver- 
*;ation,  very  general,  arose  upon  the 
subject  of  this  note  ;  but  it  was  so 
very  general,  so  very  loose,  (for,  as  I 
have  mentioned  before,  I  carefully 
avoided   interfering  in  it)  that  I  can 


only   bring   to  my    recollection 
someconversatio.n  did  arise. 

Q.  Have  you  had  any  conversa 
whatever,   respecting  that  note, 
this  which  you  have  mentioned  ? 

A.  J  think  I  mentioned  the  sab 
in  strict  confidence  to  General  A 
ander  Hope,  and  also  to  Gen^ 
Browrrigg,  peri^aps  to  Mr.  AVilU 
Harrison,  with  v.iiom  1  communis 
confidentially  ;  beyond  that,  I  do 
think  that  I  have. 

Q.  What  was  it  that  you  statei 
those  gentlemen  } 

A.  1  must  have  stated  to  them  pr 
nearly  the   very   same  words   th; 
have  stated     to  this  Committee, 
nearly  as  i  can  recollect,  ;ior  more 
less. 

Q.  Did  you  see  any  copy  of 
note  } 

A.  Yes,   I  did. 

Q.  When  v.'as  that? 

A.  I  think  it  was  the  same  ever 
that  the  Duke  of  York  and  Mr.  Af. 
called  upon  me. 

Q.  In  whose  possession  was  it, 
Adam's,  or  the  Duke  of  York's? 

A.  I  think  it  was  in  thepossessio 
Mr.  Adam. 

Q.   Eiave  you  had  any  conversal 
with  the  Duke  of  York- upon  that  s 
ject  since  that  evening  ? 
t.    A.  Yes,  I  have. 

Q.  When  was  that  ? 

A.  I  have  had  frequent  convei 
tions  with  him  U{X)n  it. 

Q.  Detail  th.ose  conversations 
nearly  as  you  can  ? 

A.  I  think  a  detail  of  those  con^ 
sations  would  be  little  more  than  re 
tition  of  the  Duke  of  York's  asscrti 
that  he  thougl:t  the  thing  was  a  : 
gery. 

Q.  When  was  the  last  conversat 
you  had  with  the  Duke  of  York  u] 
that  subject? 

A,  I  will  repeat  the  last  convei 
tion,  I  think,  which  took  place  < 
morning  about  half  past  ten  o'cio 
when  I  went  to  the  Duke  of  York 
my  usual  hour  of  business  ;  the  f 
word  the  Duke  of  York  said  to  me  t 
n)orning  .was.  As  you  are  to  be  cal 
upon  to  answer  certain qiiestions  in  • 
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have  stated  to  you  before,  I  have  n» 
knowledge  of  the  thing,  and  I  believe 
it  to  be  a  forgeiy. 

Q^  Was  that  likewise  the  substance 
of  the  other  frequent  conversations  yon 
have  had  with  the  Duke  of  York  upon 
this  subject  ? 

A.  Certainly  the  substance;  and, 
as  nearly  as  i  can  recollect,  the  words. 


[lonsethis  night,!  will'not  speak  to  you 
aneword  upon  the  subject.  I  said,  Sir, 
i  have  been  told  that  I  am  summoned 
to  speak  upon  the  subject  of  the  note, 
to  prove  the  hand-writing,  there  there- 
fore can  be  no  difficulty  upon  the  part 
of  your  "Royal  Highness  in  making  any 
communication  to  me  that  you  think 
fit  as  usual.  The  Duke  of  York,  I 
think,  said,  1  can  only  state  what  1 

Upon  the  motion  of  Mr.  Windham  the  witness  withdrew,  and 
that  right  hon.  gentleman  observed;,  that  under  the  cii-cumstances  in 
which  Colonel  Gordon  stood,  he  doubted  the  propriety  of  putting 
such  questionss  to  him^  standing  as  he  did  in  ii  confidential  situ- 
ation. 

Mr.  Whitbread — "  1  must  say  a  few  words  in  vindication  of 
my  noble  fiiend  (Lord  Folkstone.)  1  apprehend  that  he  has  a  per- 
fect right  to  put  every  question  that  appears  to  bear  upon  the  sut>- 
ject,  and  the  more  especially,  as  Colonel  Gordon  was  a  witness  not 
called  by  him,  but  by  the  right  hon.  gentleman  opposite  (Mr.  Per- 
ceval); and  surely  if  he  called  a  witness  that  could  not  be  sub- 
jected to  cross  interrogatories,  he  had  better  not  have  called  him 
at  all.  Whatever  may  be  the  situation  of  the  witness  with  the 
Roval  Duke,  I  apprehend  it  is  not  such  a  confidential  situation,  as 
to  preclude  those  questions^  in  a  case  of  such  importance  as  the 
present  one." 

Mr.  Perceval  agreed,  that  the  noble  lord  had  a  right  to  put 
such  questions  as  appeared  to  him  to  be  proper  and  applicable  ta 
the  subject ;  and  as  the  Committee  could  not  stop  them,  they  must 
just  depend  upon  his  own  feelings. 


(Mr.  Andrew  Dickie ::-(35  then  called 
in  and  examined  by  Mr.  Perceval.) 

Q.  You  are  a  clerk  at  INIessrs. 
Couti's.''     A.  I  am. 

Q.  Did  you  ever  see  bis  Royal 
Highness  the  Duke  of  York  write  ? 

A.  1  have  seen  him  siiiu  his  name 
many  times,  "  Frederick.'' 

Q.  Did  \o\i  ever  see  him  write 
any  tiling  beyond  his  name  ? 

A.  I  have  seen  him  frauk  a  letter. 

[T/ie  tuio  letters  bein^  sheun   to  the 


[The  ivitne^ss  xvas  ordered  to  zviihdra'^i 
zviihout  being  i:hczvn  the  short  note, 
as  it  appeared  that  his  evidence  could 
not  go  so  Jar  as  to  identify  it.'] 

(rvlAjon  Geiceral  Alex.  Hope,  a 
Member  cf  the  Jloiuse,  attending  in 
his  place  ;  the  short  note  zvas  shcivn: 
to  him,  and  he  zias  examined  by  ti<c 
Committee  as  Jollozus ;) 

Q,  Have  you  observed  that  note  ^ 

A.   I  have  ;  it  appears  to  me  like 

the    band  wntinrr   of    the    Duke   r.{ 


'ivitness.']     Q.  Dt)  you  think  yourself  York  ;  but  to  state  ubeiher  it  reully 

acquainted    with    his   Royal    High-  is  or  is  not,   is  what  1  cannot  vindcr- 

uess's  hand,  to  be   able  to  form  any  take  to  say. 
satisfactory  opinion  upon  the  letters  [The  letter  dated  Sandgate    being. 


shewn  to  you  ? 

A   It  bears  a  similarity  ;  but  with- 
out the  signature  beuig  to  it,   I  can 
fiot  speak  to  its  being  his  Roy  til  Bigh- 
fiess's  hand-wiiting. 


sheivn  ti,  General  Hope]  1  apply  ths 
same  answer  to  that  as  to  the  note, 
only  thai  I  cerlainly  should  say  thi)t 
I  could  spciik  more  positively,  I 
think,  to  ibat  than  to  the  note  ;  but 
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I  must  always  qualify  what  I  say, 
that  it  is  II  shade  of  ditlereiice  only, 
I  could  not  say  positively  that  it  is 
or  is  not  :  but  certainly  the  letter 
appears  to  strike  my  mind  luore 
forcibly  as  tiie  hand-writing  of  the 
Dnke  of  York  than  the  note. 

[TAe  oilier  letter  beifig  ^heivn  to 
General  Hope']  I  make  the  same  an- 
swer as  to  the  second  letter. 

{Bjj  Mr.  Western.) 
Q.  Does  that  sljade  of  ditterence, 
"which  you  state,  give  you  a  degree 
of  belief  that  the  letters  are  the 
Land-wiiting  of  the  Dake  of  York, 
preferably  to  that  of  the  note,  arise 
from  the  quantity  of  writing  there  is 
ill  the  letter,  or  from  anv  differencti 
in  the  liand-writin!:  of  the  note  and 
the  letter  r 

A.  I  think  it  very  possible  it  may 
arise  from  the  quantity  of  the 
writing;  it  sirikes  me,  it  seems 
more  like  the  writins:  of  his  Roval 
Highness  ;  I  do  not  teel  able,  cer- 
tainly, to  state  the  comparison  be- 
tween the  characters  of  the  note 
and  letters ;  I  spoke  from  a  general 
impress;on,  as  it  struck  my  eye. 

(General  Brownrigg  zlos  again 
called  in,  and  the  fcdlraiing  ques- 
tion ivas  put  to  him  by  Mr. 
Greenough.) 

Q.  If  you  had  not  been  in  the 
House  of  Commons  last  night, 
should  you  have  had  any  doubt  of 
ihat  short  note  being  the  Duke  of 
York's  hand- wri tins;  ? 

A.  I  certainly  should,  because  I 
do  not  thiiik  that  it  is  very  like  the 
Duke's  writing. 

[The  zi-ltness  was  directed  to  zviih- 
draii.  The  note  being  shezun  to 
Mr.  AdaxM.  he  zias  then  examined 
by  Mr.  Perceval.] 

Q.  What  is  your  opinion  of  the 
band-wri)ing  of  ihal  note  ? 

A.  I  think  it  is  like  the  Duke  of 
York's  liand-writing ;  but  I  cannot 
positively  say  more  than  that.  [I'he 
letters   being  shcz:n  to   Mr.  Adam.] 


The  letter,  dated  Sandgate,  is,  i» 
my  opinion,  in  the  hand-writing  of 
the  Duke  of  York;  I  entertain  the 
same  opinion  with  regard  to  this 
letter,  dated  from  Weymouth,  as 
with  respect  to  the  last. 

Q.  Do  you  mean  that  you  speak 
more  positively  to  the  letters  than 
you  do  to  the  note  .?     I  do. 

{By  Mr.  Western.) 

Q.  Have  you  ever  been  told  by 
the  Duke  of  York,  that  the  note  at 
which  you  first  looked  was  a  for- 
ge rv  ? 

A.  Colonel  Gordon,  in  his  testi- 
mony upon  that  subject,  has  given  a 
very  correct  description  of  what  I 
heard  the  Duke  of  York  say.  , 

Q.  Did  the  Duke  of  York  repre-  I 
sent  to  you   that  note  in  the  same 
light  rn   which  he  represented  it  to  i 
Colonel   Gordon,   namely,    that  it 
was  a  forgery  ? 

A.  When  I  first  made  the  com- 
munication  to  the  Duke  of  York,  i 
on  Saturday  evening  the    4th    Fe- 
bruary, he  declared  witliout  hesita- 
tion   that  he   had    no    recoUectioa 
whatever  of  such  a  note,  and  that  it  ^ 
must  be  a  forgery.     When  I  went 
with   him    to  Mr.  Perceval's   that  i 
evening,  he  made   an  asseveration 
precisely  tp  the   same   effect;  and 
afterwards    when  I  went  from  Mr. 
Perceval's  to  Colonel  Gordon's,  he 
made   the   asseveration  at  Colonel 
Gordon's,    which    Colonel   Gordoa 
has  already  given  in  evidence 

(By  Lord  Folkstone.)  i 

Q.  Are  those  the  only  occasions 
on  which  the  Duke  of  York  has  in- 
formed  you   that   that  note  was  a  , 
torgery  ?  ■ 

A.  Of  course,  I  have  had  re- 
peated conversations  with  his  Royal 
Highness  upon  the  matter  now  de*  j 
pending  before  the  House,  and  iff 
the  course  of  those  conversations, 
without  being  able  to  specify  the 
particular  time,  his  Royal  Highness  : 
has  held  the  same  language. 

Q.  Yoa 
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Q.  You  hare  $tate<1,  that  you 
thougbt  the  writiugot  the  note  was 
like  the  writing  of  the  Duke  of 
York;  do  yua  perceive  in  the  for- 
mation of  the  character  of  that  note, 
any  thing  unlike  the  writing  of  the 
Duke  of  York  ? 

A.  I  cannot  say  that  in  the  for- 
mation of  the  character,  I  perceive 
any  thing  unlike  the  writing  of  the 
Duke  of  York  ;  but  from  the  short- 
ness of  the  note,  and  from  there  not 
being  a  possibility  of  correcting 
judgment  with  respect  to  hand- 
^vriting,  by  the  general  appearance 
of  it,  which  takes  place  in  a  long 
letter,  I  am  incapable  of  speak- 
ing with  the  same  positiveness  with 
respect  to  that,  as  with  respect  to 
the  letters. 

(Mr.  Andrew  Dickie  ivas  again 
called  in,  and  examined  by  Mr. 
Smith.) 

Q.  What  situalion  do  you  hold 
in  Messrs.  Coutts'  house  ? 

A._Principal  clerk. 

Q.  Are  you  not,  or  were  you  not 
in  the  habit  lately  of  accepting 
bills  for  that  house  ? 

A.  I  have  been  for  a  considerable 
time. 

Q.  Are  you  not  therefore  in  the 
habit  of  observing  with  great  atten- 
tion upon  the  hand-vvritmg  of  indi- 
viduals who  are  connected  with 
Messrs.  Coutts  and  Company  ? 

A.  I  am  in  general,  but  iliere  is 
a  clerk  in  our  house  who  is  more 
conversant  in  the  signatures  of  the 
different  customers,  who  examiiies 
the  signatures  before  tl;e  bills  are 
brought  to  me  to  accept. 

Q.  Is  it  not  occasionally  your 
business  to  ascertain  the  genuine- 
ness of  hand-writing  ?     A.   No. 

Q.  Have  you  ever  seen  any  draft 
filled  up  as  well  as  signed,  by  the 
Commander  in  Chief? 

A.  I  have  seen  drafts  signed  bv 
the  Commander  in  Chief,  but  as  to 
the  filling  up,  I  cannot  pretend  to 
lay. 

[The   note    and  the    Ictien    being 

1^0.  l6. 


sfiezvn  to  tuc  ivitness.']  Q,  Do  you  see 
any  difference  in  the  hand-writing  o{ 
that  note  and  those  two  letters,  and 
if  you   do,  what  is  that  dirfer'-^nce  ? 

A.  There  seems  a  little  difference 
in  the  note  ;  it  strikes  me  that  it  is 
not  so  like  the  Duke's,  1  think,  its 
the  (jthers. 

Q.  Explain  in  what  that  difference 
consists  ? 

A.  Being,  smaller,  and  not  lika 
the  others  in  point  of  letter-writing. 

Q.  Did  you  put  in  the  wordj 
"  not  so  hke  the  DukeV  ? 

A.  What  I  meant  by  that  is  this ; 
two  letters  were  laid  before  me,  and 
I  am  asked  whether  I  conceive  them 
to  be  the  Duke's  writing  or  not;  1 
conceive  the  note  not  to  be  so  much 
like. 

Q.  Did  you  insert  the  words 
"  not  so  like  the  Duke's"  ? 

A.  I  beg  to  alter  that  ;  not  so 
like  as  those  two  letters  which  were 
shewn  to  me,  purporting  to  be  the 
Duke's. 

Q.  Have  you  not  stated,  that  you 
had  never  seen  so  much  even  as  a 
draft  filled  up  by  the  Duke  .? 

A.  To  my  knovvledge,  1  have  seen 
his  Royal  Highiiess's  signature,  but 
J  never  saw  his  Royal  Highness  fill 
up  a  draft ;  but  I  am  not  ttie  ca- 
shier of  Messrs.  Coutts'  house. 
(5z/LoKD  Henniker.) 

Q.  Do  you  conceive  yourself 
competent  to  say,  except  in  the  ar- 
ticle of  signature,  whether  the  letter 
is  like  the  Duke's  hand- writing  or 
not  ?-> 

A.  I  am  not  suiTiciently  con- 
versant  in  his  Royal  Highnets's 
letter  hand-Vv-riting. 

\The  zvitness  ims  directed  to  i:iih- 
dratv.'] 

(Mr.  Benjamin  Town  called  /k,  and 
examined  by  Mr.  Perceval.) 

Q.  Where  do  you  live  ? 
A.  In  Bond-street. 
Q.  In  what  business  are  syou  ? 
A.  An  artist. 
Q.  In  what  line  ? 
A.  A  Velvet  Painter. 
3  E  . 
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Q.  Are 'yon  acquainted  with  Mrs.  Q.  Do  you  mean  tliat  she  only  in- 

Clarke  ?     A.  Yes.  troduced  ,the   observation,   that   she 

Q.  Were  you  acquainted  with  her  could  forge  the  Duke  of  York's  hand- 
when  she  lived  in  Gloucester- palace  ?  writing,  and  immediately  imitated  it 

A.  Yes.,  in  your  presence? 

Q.  Do  you  ever  recollect  having  A.  She  did. 

lieard  lier  say  anything  respecting  Q.   Did    you   make   any   observa- 

hand-writing.     A.  Yes.  tionuponit?     A.  Yes. 

Q.  Upon  what  occasion,  and  what  Q.    What    observation     did    you 

was  it  that  she  said  ?  ?nake  ? 

A.  In  the  course  of  conversation  A.  That  it  was  a  serious  matter, 

she   observed   she    could    forge    the  -Q,  What  did  she  say  upon  that. 

Duke's  name,  and  she  had  done  it,  or  did  she  say  any  thing? 

and  she  shewed  it  me  upon  a  piece  A.  She  laughed, 

cf  l^lank  paper,   and  I  could  riot  tell  Q.  Did  she  say  any  thing? 

the  difference   between    the   Duke's  A.  She  did  not. 

and  her  own.  /r>    c      t"  rr              v 

Q.  \V!,at  led  her  to  make  this  ob-  (%  ^ir  T.  Turton.) 

Servation  ^  Q.  You  say  Mrs.  Clarke  produced 

A.  That  I  cannot  recollect.         ^  the  sit^nature  of  his  Royal  Highness 

Q.  What  was  your  business^  with  tf^e  Duke  of  York  ;  did  you  ever  see 

her  at  the  time  of  this  conversation  ?  any  where  else  the  signature  of  the 

A.  r gave  her  a  lesson  that  morn-  Duke  of  York?     A.  No. 

ing  in  the  art  of  painting.  Q.  Was  the  signature  at  the  bot- 

'q.  Have  you  attended  her  for  any  torn  of  a  letter,  or  was  it  by  itself? 

tim.e,  to  teach  her  the  art  of  paint-  j^    That  which  was  shewn  for  the 

ing?     A.  Yes,  Duke's  was  on  a  square  piece  of  pa- 

Q.  Did     the    observation    at   all  per;   what  it  was   I  cannot  say  that 

arise   out  of  the   painting   and   the  ^^as  written, 

lesson  that  you  were  giving  ?  '    Q.  Did  you  read  any  part  of  thar 

A.  Idonotrightlycomprehendyou.  ^riling?     A.  1  did  not. 

Q.  Did  the  observation  she  made  q    Are  you  sure  that  the  signature 

to  you  arise  out  of  the  subject  that  ^vhichyou'state  to  be  the  signature  of 

was  before  you,  the  lesson  you  were  the  Duke  of  York,  was  not  written 

giving  ?  by  Mrs.  Clarke  ? 

A.  No,   there  was  writing  on  the  a.  It   was   shev;n    to    me   for   the 

table,  some  papers.  Duke's,    I   cannot  say    whether  she 

Q.  What  led  her  to  make  that  ob-  ^^rote  it  or  not. 

servation?  ,7,    t           t-                   n 

A.  That  I  cannot  recollect.  (%  Lord  Folkstone.) 

Q.  Was  that  all  that  she  said  ?  Q.  What  was  the  word  or  words 

A   That  was  all.  which  you  believe  to  be  the  Duke's 

Q.  Did  you  ever  sec  her  imitating  signature,    which   Mrs.    Clarke   imi- 

auy  hand-writing  ?  tated  ? 

A.  None    but  that   I   have    men-  A.  She    observed   that  the   Duke 

tioned   before  ;   she  shewed   me  the  signed  his  name  three  ways,   Frede- 

Duke's  writing,    which   she  said   it  rick,  York,  and  Albany  ;  and  which 

■was  ;  I  cannot  say  whether  it  was  or  of  the  three  I  cannot  positively  say, 

,   *  it  was  one  of  those  three  I  am  cerl^ain. 

Q.  Did  she  imitate  it  in  your  pre-  .  (^  laugh.) 

scnce?     A.  She  did.  Q.  You  are  not  certain  whether  it 

Q.  Had  she  been  drawing  at  that  was  Frederick,  whether  it  was  Yofk, 

time?     A.  Yes.  or  whether  it  was  Albany  ? 

Q.  Did   she  say  any   thing  about  A.  I'  cannot  positively  say,  but  it 

fc-r  r>ronciency  in'  the  'art  ?     A.  No.  was  one  of  them. 

P'^           -^  Q.  What 
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Q.  What  branch  of  painting  do 
you  profess  to  teach  ? 

A.  Flowers,  landscapes,  figures, 
and  fruit. 

Q.  In  your  instructions  to  your 
pupils,  do  you  ever  teach  them  to 
draw  letters  in  any  particular  way, 
with  flourishes  and  tlowers,  or  any 
thing  of  that  kind  ?     A.  Yes,  I  do. 

Q.  Should  you  know  the  writing, 
Jf  you  were  to  see  it,  which  re- 
sembled that  which  Mrs.  Clarke 
wrote  in  imitation  of  the  Duke  of 
York's  ? 

A.  No,  I  should  not.  The  one 
that  she  copied  from,  the  one  that 
she  shewed  me,  that  she  said  was  the 
Duke's,  I  should  know  if  I  was  to 
see  it. 

Q.   Did  Mrs.  Clarke  state  that  she 
could  imitate  the  Duke  of  York's  sig^ 
nature   only,    or  his  hand-writing  in 
general  ? 

A.  She  only  observed  his  sig- 
Hature. 

(Bi/Mr.  Barham.) 

Q.  From  the  attention  to  formation 
of  letters  in  regard  to  your  art,  you 
])robably  can  speak  to  what  ^ort  of 
hand  it  was  that  was  shewn  to  you  as 
the  Duke  of  York's;  was   it  a  small 
hand,  or  a  large  one  ? 
A.  It  was  a  small  hand. 
Q.  Was  it  a  flourishing  hand,  or  a 
plain  one?     A.  A  plain  hand. 

Q.  You    mentioned,  I  think,  that 
Mrs.  Clarke  told  you  she  could  imi- 
tate the  Duke  of  York's  hand-writing? 
A.  She  did,  and  she  shewed  it  me 
©n  a  square  piece  of  paper. 
Q.  The  word  was  "  imitate  r" 
A.  No,  *'  forge." 
Q.  Were  you  much  in  the  confi' 
deuce  of  Mrs.  Clarke?     A.  No. 

Q.  You  were  not  at  all  in  the  con- 
fidence of  Mrs.  Clarke  when  she 
shewed  you  how  she  could  forge  the 
Duke's  hand  ?     A.  No. 

{By  Mr.  Perceval.) 

Q.  To  whom  did  you  first  comnni-' 
nlcate  this  fact,  of  having  heard  Mrs. 
•  Clarke  make  use  of  these  expressions? 
A.'  Lady  Haggerstone. 


Q.  At  what  time? 

A.  She  was  taking  a  lesson, 

Q.  How  long  ago? 

A.  I  look  upon  it  to  be  about  three 
weeks  or  more;  I  cannot  say  to  the 
time  positively  ;  I  look  upon  it  to  be 
three  weeks,  or  rather  better. 

Q,  Had  any  body  applied  to  you 
to  ask  whether  you  could  give  this  in- 
formation, or  did  you,  of  your  own 
accord,  voluntarily  mention  it  first  to 
Ladv  Hao[!^erstone  ? 

A.  It  was  in  the  course  of  conver- 
sation ;  she  was  observing  one  thing 
and  the  other,  and  she  brought  up 
the  Duke's  affair,  the  business  con- 
cerning the  Duke ;  and  1  suppose 
Lady  Haggerstone  had  mentioned  it 
somev^here,  and  therefore  I  was 
called  up  to  give  evidence.  , 

Q,  Is  it  the  impression  upon  your 
mind,  that  Mrs.  Clarke  had  great  fa- 
cility in  imitating  hand-writing? 

A.  Yes,  the  Duke's  hand,  that  that 
was  sliev.'n  to  me  for  the  Duke's, 

Q.  You  have  said,  that  in  your 
presence,  Mrs.  Clarke,  upon  a  piece 
of  paper,  copied  the  signature,  as  you 
supposed,  of  tiie  Duke  of  York, 
which  Vi'as  so  exactly  similar,  that 
you  could  not  tell  the  dilference  ;  do 
\ou  mean  to  say,  you  conceived  Mrs. 
Clarke  was  equal  to  imitating  hand- 
writinsrs  with  erreat  ease  ? 

A.  She  copied  that  extremely  well, 
as  I  thought :  I  never  saw  her  copy 
any  other  writing. 

{Bt/  ISIr.  Bathurst.) 

QS  How  long  is  it  since  you  gave 
any  lesson  to  Mrs.  Clarke  the  last 
time  ? 

A.  I  cannot  say,  without  refer- 
ring to  my  book. 

Q.  Did  you  and  she  part  on 
good  terms  ? 

A.  She  is  in  my  debt. 

Q,  Was  there  ever  any  quarrel  or 
animosity  between  \ou  upon  any 
subject?     A.   None  whatever. 

Q.   Did  you   never  question  her  ,- 
about  paying  your  debt  ?     A.  Yes. 

Q.  Had  you  ever  any  dispute 
upon  that  subject. 

3  £  2  A.  Noa» 
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A.  None  whatever.  inquire  of  Mr.  Abraham  Goldsmid, 

Q.  Has  jhe  paid  you  all  that  is  if  he   would  ;   lie   said  he  was   no 

^u*»  to  you  ?     A.  No.  money-lender. 

Q.   Mad   you    any    conversation  Q.  -Did  you  ever  say  that  a  per- 

with  JNIrs.   Clarke   »bout  a  loan  of  son  of  the  name  of  Jew  King  was 

money  r     A.  Yes.  to  lend  him  money  ? 

Q,  State   the   su!)?tance  of  that         A.  She  requested  of  me  to   go  t® 


conversation  to  the  Committee? 

A.  She  said  the  Duke  wished  a 
sum  of  money  ;  she  begged  of  me  to 


Jew  King. 

[7/?f  zv'itness  ZL'as  directed  to  ivlth' 
drgu\'\ 


Earl  Temple  said,  that  a  gentleman  was  then  In  attendance  who 
could  prove  the  hand-wriiing  of  Colonel  I'utker,  and  requested  that 
he  mi^ht  be  called. 


(Mr.  James  Brewer  tvas  accord- 
ingh/  culled  in,  and  a  letter  being 
shnvn  to  the  witness,  he  xi'as  aaktd 
thejoiloiiing  titiestions ;) 

Q.  ,Do  you  know  that  to  be  the 


hand-writing  of  Lieutenant-Colonel 
John  Tucker  i 

A.  It  is. 

Q.  You  have  seen  him  write  ? 

A.  Verj''  frequently. 


[The  letter  from  Colonel  Tucker  to  the  Chairman  of  the  Com- 
aiiitce  was  then  read  ] 

(Public.) 

**  Adjutant  General's  Office, 

ic  Sij^  .  Edinburgh,   February  12ch,   1809 

**  Having  perceived,  with  considerable  regret,  that  ilie  name  of  my 
lamented  brother,  who  was  lately  lost  in  his  Majesty's  sloop  Primrose, 
has  been  brought  forward  by  Mrs.  Clarke,  in  her  examination  before 
the  Honourable  House  of  Commons  ;  I  trust  you  will  excuse  my  ad- 
dressing you  with  3  view  to  remove  any  impression  from  the  public, 
that  either  //c  or  ?nyself  have  obtained  our  promotion,  at  any  time 
through  the  means  oV  undue  or  improper  inflaence ;  for  which  pur- 
pose I  hope  I  may  he  permitted  to  state  /i7r/s  without  incurring  the 
imputation  of  presumption  or  vanity.  My  brother's  ini'itary  career 
was  cotnmenced  in  1790  in  India,  where  h«^  served  during  the  cam- 
paign of  Marquis  Cornwallis  in  that  country  :  he  subsequently  served 
in  Eoypt,  as  Major  of  Brigade  to  L'  General  Sir  David  Haird,  through 
whose  friendship  and  good  opinion  he  obtained  the  brevet  rank  which 
he  held  in  the  servcie  :  that  of  Major  was  conferred  upon  him  in  con- 
sequence of  his  situation  as  Deputy  Jdjutaut  General  to  the  forces 
employed  under  Sir  David  Baird,  at  the  capture  of  the  Cape  of  Good 
Hope  :  and  that  of  L^  Colonel  was  obtained  for  him  by  the  same  ex^ 
cellent*  oliker,  on  their  return  from  the  Cape.  He  had  obtained  an 
effective  ??iajoriti/  a  few  weeks  prior  to  his  melancholy  and  lamented 
fate,  having  servetl  as  Jsst  Jdjt  Gen^  in  Zealand,  and  as  Deputy/  Jd- 
jutani  General  to  the  army  under  Sir  Arthur  VVeilesley  in  Portugal. 

'•  Of  ills   merits  as  an  officer,  many  distinguished  members  of  the 
honourable  Hou>e  are  able  to  speak  ;  and,  I  doubt  nor,  will  Ao  justice 

to  his  memory  ind  character. 

^  *^  With 
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«*  With  respect  to  my  own  promotion,  I  can  solemnly  declare,  tljat 
I  have  obtained  it  in  regular  regimental  siiccessio?i  by  purchase,  with 
the  exception  of  my  Ensigncy  anci  Lieutenancy,  which  were  given  to 
me,  and  the  Brevet  Rank  of  IJ  Co/owe/,  which  I  received,  in  conse- 
quence of  having  been  selected  by  Sir  Samuel  Auchmuty,  to  be  the 
bearer  of  his  dispatches,  announcin^r  the  reduction  of  Monte  Video,  in 
South  America,  by  assank,  on  the  3'^  of  February,  1807.  I  have 
had  the  honour  of  serving,  as  a  volunteer,  on  several  expechtiuns,  and 
I  feel  confident,  thai  I  have  used  every  endeavour  to  merit  the  favoui* 
which  my  gracious  Sovereign  has  deigned  to  confer  upon  me. 

«*  I  fed  It  due  to  iny  deceased  brother,  and  to  myself,  to  make  this 
communication  to  you,  being  solicitous  that  my  brother  o(li('ers  may 
not  be  induced  to  believe,  from  rhe  declaration  of  Mrs.  Clarke,  that 
any  undue  or  improper  influence  has,  in  the  least  degree,  tenfled  to  pro- 
cure rank  to  either:  an^l,  as  my  feelings  are,  naturally,  interested  on 
this  unpleasant  subject,  I  earnestly  request  that  you  will  have  the 
goodness  to  cause  this  statement  to  be  made  as  public  as  jiossible,  TrtiiU 
ing  to  your  liberality, 

**  I  have  the  honour  to  be. 
Sir, 
Your  moEt  obedient  and  humble  Servan*, 

John  G.-T.  Tuck.ei4^ 
"  To  the  Ilonourahle  the  Chuir-  -  L'  Colonel." 

man  of  the  Comuiittee, 

Earl  Temple  then  expressed  his  wish  that  this  letter  should  be 
entered  on  the  minutes. 

Mr.  liATHURST  objected  to  it  on  account  of  its  being  a  had  prece- 
dent, and  an  encouragement  to  irregularity.  Miss  Taylor  and  others 
who  might  feel  hurt  by  the  proceedings  of  the  Committee,  could  urge 
their  claims,  and  then  the  impropriety  would  become  apparent.  At  the 
same  time  he  thought  the  wished-for  object  of  the  gallant  oiRcer  would 
be  obtained  by  the  publicity  of  this  proceeding.  This  introduced  a 
conversation  between  Sir  Thomas  Turton,  Mr.  Perceval,  Mr. Canning, 
and  Mr.  Reresford,  when,  there  appearing  a  general  wish  that  ihe 
other  business  of  the  Committee  should  be  proceeded  in,  this  matter 
dropped. 

Mr.  Perceval  then  rose  and  said,  before  the  Committee  proceeded 
to  examine  the  letters  found  in  the  possession  of  Captain  Sanson,  he 
wished  to  make  a  statement  to  the  Mouse,  v/hich  might  be  tound  to 
relate  in  some  degree  to  those  letters,  and  was  an  answer  to  the  inqui- 
ries made  on  a  former  eveiiing  by  an  honouiable  member.  The  state- 
ment to  which  he  alluded  was  the  result  of  an  inquiry  of  the  sums  of 
money  actually  furnished  to  Mrs.  Clarke  by  his  Royal  Highness;  he 
wished  to  explain  what  he  meant  bv  sums  of  money  actually  paid,  and 
how  far  he  could  prove  their  payment,  provided  the  Committee  should 
afterwards  think  tit  to  call  witnesses  to  their  bar  on  this  subj-ct.  —He 
could  prove  that  his  Royal  Highness  sent  checks  for  various  sums  of 
money  by  a  servant^  commonly  employed  by  him  fcr  that  purpose,  who 

biou«:ht 


406 

V 

hrought  back  tlie  money  to  the  Duke,  wlioput  it  Into  letters  or  parcels 
directed  to  Mis.  Clarke,  -when  the  same  person  conveyed  it  to  her  • 
by  these  checks  it  would  appear,  that  the  sum  of  5,570/.  had  been  re- 
ceived, at  rhe  various  times  meniibned  in  his  statement,  for  this  pur- 
pose,by  his  Royal  Highness.  Besides  these  sum.s,  in  money,  his  Royal 
Highness  had  paid  to  tradesmen  for  furniture,  jewels,  and  other  things 
whicii  could  be  proved  by  their  accounts,  a  sum,  which,  when  added 
to  that  already  stared,  would  make  a  p;ross  sum  of  1  6,751/.  If  it  were 
rhe  wish  of  the  Committee,  the  payment  for  these  things  could  be 
proved  at  the  bar.  (]\^o!  No!)  The  right  hon.  gentleman  conclud- 
ed by  saying  that  this  Statement  was  sign'ed  by  his  Royal  Highness. 

The  hon.  member  to  whom  Mr.  Perceval  had  alluded,  said,  he 
could  not  avoid  returning  thanks  to  the  right  hon.  gentleman  for  the 
attention  he  had  paid  to  wliat  feH  from  him  the  other  evening.  He 
should  not  have  solicited  this  information,  had  he  not  known  that  the 
■^  subject  had  made  a  strong  impression  upon  the  mind  of  the  public,  anil 
lie  felt  happy  in  saying,  that  the  explanation  was  quite  satisfactory  ;  he 
could  not,  however,  ludp  alluding  to  one  other  subject,  before  he  sat 
down,  it  was  that  of  the  admiiable  and  regular  manner  in  which  busi- 
ness was  transacted  in  the  Commander  in  Chief's  office ;  for,  whatever 
might  be  the  result  of  the  present  inquiry,  every  one  must  be  sensible 
that  he  merited  high  praise  for  the  atteniion  he  paid,  in  selecting  able 
officers  10  conduct  his  business  in  the  office  he  had  just  noticed. 

Mil.  Perceval,  in  answer  to  a  question  whether  the  annual  pay- 
ment of  1000/.  was  included  in  the  sum  he  had  first  mentioned,  said, 
that  as  he  had  stated  all  that  could  be  regularly  traced,  the  iOOOl.  per 
annum  must  be  included ;  he  had  no  means  of  judging  but  by  the 
statement  before  him.  ■ 

Mr.  Beresford  said,  ^as  tliis  was  one  of  the  most  serious  charges 
that  ever  came  before  ihat  House,  or  the  public,  he  trusted  he  should 
he  allowed  to  put  one  question  to  the  right  hon.  gentleinan,  viz. — Do 
you  knov/  whether  his  Royal  Highness  did  pay  Mrs.  Clarke  any  thing 
more  tlian  1000/.  per  annum  wdiile  she  resided  in  Gloucester- place  ? 

Mr.  Perceval  answered,  that  he  could  not  say  his  Royal  Highness 
had  agreed  to  pay  her  1000/.  annually  ;  he  knew  no  more  thati  what 
was  in  the  statement  before  him — it  purported  to  bean  account  of  drafts 
for  the  years  1804,  180,5,  and  1806.  The  account  began  with  Ja- 
nuary, j8o4,  and  ended  with  the  18th  June,  1806.  The  certificate, 
with  liis  Royal  Highness's  signature,  was  at  the  bottom. 

Lord  Henry  PfcTiY  objecied  to  the  course  pursued  by  the  right 
hon.  gentleman,  and  observed,  that  nothing  was  to  be  received  as  evi- 
dence but  wh.at  vi'as  authenticated. 

Mr.  -"Perceval  said,  he  was  not  pursuing  any  particular  course; 
he  had  submitted  to  \he  House  whether  they  thought  it  necessary  to 
have  the  statement  proved  ;  and  he  had  only  answered  such  questions 
as  gentlemen  had  put  to  liim  in  explanation  of  that  statement. 

M  R.  WiiiTEREAD  supported  the  noble  lord's  objection,  and  said, 
that  he  could  not  suh'er  that  to  be  done  for  his  Royal  Hignness,  which 
would  not  be  allowed  foranother  person. 

Mk.  Canning  said,   he  certainly  thought  it  irregular  to  examine 

7  hi§ 
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i  right  hon.  frlen.l  as  a  witness,  when  he  only  came  fonvanl  to  make 
statement  at  the  request  of  a  Member.  ' 

MnTrt  """  ^'"'^  ^f'^'^""  ^""^  Folkstone,  Sir  G.  Warren- 
I,  .m>\  Ml    Perceval,  upon  the  propriety  of  the  statement  bein-  exi- 
nc^.mo   e.ther  by  a  Select  Comn^ittee;  or  at  the  bar  of  the  A;us:; 
l.AltL    lEMfLE  thought  every  proceeding  shouhl  be  avoided,   that 

jt'lfc'e        '    ^  ^^'  ""''''  ""'  ''•-'''y  ^''  "'''''''y  f"'-   'i^«  P-l'ose. 

vels,  cScc.  distinctly.  * 

Mil    Fuller  said,  ,6,571/.  had  been  paid,  and  he  couM  not  con- 
ve  what  any  one  couid  wish  for  more,  on  behalf  of  such  bac^jxaoe 

fen  to  order,  and  immedicUeli/  tool:  his  mit.)  "^ 


,  ^www..  v.a,  cu.uwcu  iicr  in  rne  space  ot  three  years  •  the 
use  however  vvasnot  to  conclude  that  this  ascertainable  amount'was 

whole  amount ;  u  should  not  measure  the  expences  by  the  16,000/. 
WR.  bHAw  Lk  Fevre  thought  that  those  papers  would  materiallvr 

tradict  the  evKlence  which  Mrs.  Clarke  had  given.  ^ 

VlR.  Ferceval  said,  that  the  cash  and  payments  could  be  proved  : 
trlie  drafts  were  drawn,  aad  the  money  paid,  would  appear  m  evi- 
spssion  '^'^'^''^^y  ^^^^^^   ^^-^'se  in   tracing  the  articles  into  her 

Ar.  Tracey  was  of  opinion,  that  this  could  not  amount  to  an.Im- 

?;;"!r^,        f'u'?''"^^^'^"^'''-^^^'"^^^  slie  had  herself  dcclarea 
tjvely  that  she  had  received  4  orSoool. 

Cm'l7  aI"''^  rM  7"^^'-^^^'^"  between  Messrs.  Perceval,  Lambe, 
^ro.er,  Mrs.  Clarke  was  ordered  to  be  called  in.  Previous  to 
Witness  appearing  at  the  bar. 


Ak.  Perceval  suggested  to  the  Committee  the  propriety  of  prevcnt- 
the  witness  from  perusing  the  letters  that  were  to  be  Vresenred  to 
;  1  She  had  the  advantage  of  reading  them,  it  might  assist  her  to 
p  ine  ettect  of  any  examination  into  which  the  Committee  midit 
Jisposed  to  enter.  ^ 

f !,!'  ^j^f^""^  ^^"^'^  accordingly  called  in ;  and  informed  Inj  the  Chairman;  that 
lany  Utters  'u.ere  put  into  her  hand  to  ascertain  her  oun  hand-zvriting,  she 
not  to  read  tire  contents  of  those  letters.     A  large  packet  of  tetters  ivas  put 
her  hand,  and  she  t,as  asked,  if  they  v:ere  her  hmLriting:)  ^ 

y   Clarke.— i:h\',  is  my  hand- writing   (No.  1.)     Mrs.   Clarke  identified 

letters,  numbered  ^o  4 1 .]     No.  42  is  a  piece  of  the  Duke  of  York's  letter 

-a  nau^come  from  Dover,   with  his  seal  upon  it;  it   is  dirt^cted  <' Geor-e 

I  ^^ar,  _  and  has  the  same  sort  of  seal  as  the  note  that  Captain  Sandon  h'l^d 

i-ist  night. 

'be  witness  was  ordered  to  vnthdraw. 

Ir.  Leach  proposed,  thai  as  there  wa^a  large  bundle  of  letters,  the 

time 
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time  of  the  Comtr.ittee  should  not  be  consumed  with  reading  tliem 
all;  he  thought  that  the  better  method  would  be,  to  select  such  as  ap- 
plied to  the  case  before  them,   and  exclude  all  others  from  their  no- 

lice. 

Ma.  Wardle  was  not  aware  that  there  were  many,  orany  of  those 
letters,  wliich  did  not  apply  immediately  to  the  business  under  consi- 
ckrarion;  at  all  events,  he  was  of  opinion,  that  more  time  would  be 
consumed  in  the  selection,  than  would  be  necessary  to  read  them  all. 

[The  papers  from  No.  i  to  42   inclusive  were  read ;  they  were  as 

follow  :] 

1. 


Sir, 


11  Holies-street,  Cavendish-square,  July  2,  18OS. 


Perhaps  vnu  may  have  forgotren  there  was  such  a  person  in  exist- 
ence as  the  Writer;  I  have  been  in  the  Country  for  a  year  and  a 
half,  and  I  am  but  just  returned  from  it,  to  remain  in  I'own;  and  I 
should  feel  myself  pairicularlv  obliged  if  you  will  favour  me  with 
your  friend  Colonel  French's  Addiess,  or  his  Agent  in  the  Inn  in 
Holborn,  which  has  slipped  my  memory. --Pray  forgive  the  trouble, 

and  believe  me  Your  most  Obed' 

Mary  Ann  Clarkb. 


npi(4 
48 

.6 


Captain  Sandon, 

Royal  V/aggon  Drivers, 
Colchester. 
Beccles,  Essex, 

Suffolk. 


1/1 


To-morrow. 


James. 


w 


«• 


iC  CO 


^o  is>.  <o 


o» 


t>3 


C5  ►* 

<o  ^  »-^ 
2   a^ 


•«5 


VO  «5  03 


^  04  r-i     -H 


»ci  pq^-^ 


c^  CO 


•o 


<0  W      7» 

•■J    T-.        CO 


•4  -• 
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0>  00  '-' 
n  ^  r^ 


►4* 


[N.  B.  The  words  which  are  here  and  in  subsequent  places  printed 
Aod  the  small  Figures,  are  m  the  or'^jinals  vrittcii  in  Fencil.'j 


in  MicS) 


409 


JL^,^  14  Bedford-place,  Russell-square,  July  23. 

D'  Sir, 

On  Saturday  I  was  favoured  wi'ch  your  answer,  but  as  I  have  re- 
moved from  Holies-street  to  this  place,  to  save  you  the  trouble  of 
caliinjr  there,  these  lines  are  addressed  you.  I  am  now  with  my  Mo- 
ther and  I  fear  for  the  whole  of  the  summer.      I  did  not  want  any  thing 

of  French  but  to  ask  a  question.     I  am,  D""  Sir, 

Your  obliged,  &c.  &c. 

Mary  Ann  Clarkk. 


Captain  Sandon,  c2  '^  ^ 

Royal  Waggon  Train  '^  §  i5 

Beccie?,  *o  ^"S 

Sutiolk.  ^^  S 


Mrs.  Clarke  will  be  glad  of  a  Call  from  Capt"  Sandon,  if  he  is  re- 
turned to  town,  to-day  or  to-morrow. 

Gloucester-place, 
P>idav. 

w 

i 

1 

Colonel  Sandon, 
Bridge-street, 
Westminster. 

4. 

I  am  thoroughly  convinced  of  the  money  being  too  trifling,  and  I 

have  mentioned  it  to  a  person  who  knows  the  full  value  of  those  things, 

so   you  may  tell  Bacon  and   Spedding  they   must  give  each  of  them 

more  two  kimdred,  and  the  Captains  must  give  me  fifty  each  more.     I 

am  now  offered  eleven  hundred  for  an  older  officer. 

M.  'A.  C. 

I  must  have  an  answer  this  evening  to  this,  as  I  am  to  speak  with 
HIM  on  it.  I  have  mentioned  as  your  being  concerned  for  me. — I  go 
to  the  little  Theatre  this  evening. 


o  Colonel  Sanden. 


5. 


Will  you  my  good  Sir,  drop  me  a  line  Monday  morning,  saying  If 
you  have  been  able  to  influence  any  person  who  is  with  Pitt,  to  attend 
tile  House  on  Monday  to  give  his  T^ote. 

I  have  this  morning  received  the  inclosed  from  Corri,  and  where  he 
NO.  i6.  .3  F  liiarks 
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marks  under  he  alludes  to  your  business,  and  as  I  know  he  is  a  story- 
teller, I  send  you  his  Letter. 

I  am  Sir,  &:c. 

M.  A.  Clarke. 


^^  '  No.  13,  Bridge  Street,- 


Col.  Sandon, 


Westminster  Bridge. 


6. 

Dr  Sir, 

He  will  d/o  it  . so  let  the  Proposals  be  sent  in  by  when  he  gets 

to  Town,  which  will  be  as  soon  as  you  get  this,  for  one  thousand  at 

first. The  Duke  of  Cambridge    has  already  four  thousand.     You 

have  not  any  occasions  lo  be  very  particular  as  to  their  being  Protest- 
ants, for  1  don't  think  it  of  any  consequence  to  him  !  !  !  1  think  you 
had  better  attend  him  on  Tuesday,  to  ask  his  opinion  of  the  Papers 
sent  in  on  Saturdai/,  as  I  told  him  I  had  seen  the  Proposals,  which 
you  intended  to  alter  and  leave  that  Evening.  Pray  when  you  go 

put  on  a  nice  pair  of  boots,  and  let  it  be  about  half-past  3. 

Adieu — burn  this. 

Mrs,  Clarke's  Letter, 

relative  to  Gcrvian  Levy. 

7. 
Can^'ou  give  me  a  Call  to-dav  about  one  or  two,  or  about  five  ?  1 
wish  to  see  you  much.  Tell  Speddmg  to  write  in  for  what  he  wants, 
&s  the  D.  says  that  is  much  the  best.  Can  you  getjialf  a  dozen  or 
so  that  wants  interest  ?  1  want  money  which  is  more  imperious,  this 
is  wh.at  I  want  to  see  vcu  upon,  so  you  had  better  sec  Gilpin  first. 
^What  is  become  of  Bacon  ?  • 

I 

Colonel  Sanden. 
^^ 

v> 

V. 
*i 

D^Si^, 

Pray  do  something  for  mc  soon  as  possible ;  the  Duke  told  mi 
this  morning  that  you  must  get  on  faster  with  your  men,  he  has  writi 
ten  to  town  for  that  purpose.  Youjiad  better  send  me  the  exact  nuriii 
ber  of  all  you  have  sent,  and  I  will  shew  it  him. 

^.^   '  ■ 

liVt  Colonel  Sanditn. 

s  '^i  *» 

*^  ^-^ 
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9. 

I  send  this  by  a  servant  to  Humpton 

hoping  you  will  get  it  sooner  ' 

D""  Sir,  Thursday  Morning. 

The  Duke  has  neither  seen  Gen^  Toynin  nor  his  s()n---his  son  he 
does  not  know,  and  it  is  six  months  since  he  saw  the  Gen'I.  He  has 
ordered  him  to  be  Gazetted,  and  is  fearful  it  will  be  done  ere  he  can 
stop  ir---he  will  be  at  the  office  to-  morrow,  and  if  not  too  late  will  stop 
it.     He  assured  me  it  was  cniirely  owing,  to  me  that  he  thought  to  do 

Aslett  and  Bligh 
the  best  by  putting  him  where  two  others  Majors  have  left  a  and  he 
wou'd  of  course  be  too  steps  higher. 

I  hope  to  see  you  to-morrow,  when  you  will  !>€-  able  to  give  me  the 
answer  from  Toynin  ;  shall  be  in  town  about  5. 

The  King  and  all  the  Family  are  coming  to  visit  the  Duke,  being 
his  birth-day  !  !  !     Full  of  compliment,  you  see. 


S             ISf^Clock                Colonel  Sandon,  c^     « 

Au.  17  /-                Ni^*15,  Bridge  Street,  c^c^"^ 

"§             1804  N»                               Westminster  Bridge,  oO^ 

tp                                                              London.  t^^-g 


l^ 


10. 


M'''^  Clark's  compliments  await  Col.  Sanden,  thinks  it  best  for  him 
not  to  come  to  her  Box  this  evening,  as  Greenwood  goes  with  both 
the  Dukes  this  eve'  m^,  and  of  course  will  watch  where  y""  eyes  direct 

now  and  then;  an^  should  he  see  and  know  Col.  S — '■ -,  may  make 

some  remark  by  saving  or  talking  of  the  Levi/  business^  and  it  may  be 
hurtful  Co  his  and  M"^   C's  future  interest. 


o  '^ 
—1  Jg 
*;^^  Col.  Sanden, 

•s  13 


No  8,  Lyons  Iiui. 


11. 


D-^  Sir, 

Cap'm  Toynin  cannot  be  made  this  month  as  I  expected ;  the  D. 
tells  me  it  will  be  at  least  three  weeks,  he  having  so  much  to  do  in 
reviewing;  and  there  are  some  other  promotions  i/OiC  to  take  place — 
hozcever  the  thirfg  is  done. 

The  little  boy  will  be  attended  to.  On  Monday  I  shall  go  to  Vaux- 
hall  with  a  party,  when  perhaps  I  sliall  have  the  pleasure  of  seeing 
you;  it  is  th.e  only  sight  this  summer  I  shall  have  the  opportunity,  as 
on  that  night  he  is  obliged  to  attend  the  House  of  Lortls,  as  they  ex- 

"  F  2  pcct 
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pect  a  great  fig^it  on  Pitt's  motion. 1  shall  at  some  time  take  an 

opp<-rtLnitv   of  mentioning    your   Majority.     1    asked  Jtim   what    he 

tliQiiglU  of  yon^l     AD---  clever  fellow- Yeu  are  to  have  the 

hcnnti/  that  Pitt  is  to  gke  to  tlie/inef  so  that  every  thing  goes  on  welL 

— 1  told  him  1  shouM  see  voii  at  Vauxhall  on  Monday lam  now  at 

the  end  of  mv  pap^r,  so  shall  say  adieu. 

M.  A.  C. 

He  says  Gen.  Toynyn  is  a  stupid  old  fellow. 


ft;  * 


Colonel  Sandon, 
^  No.  1 5  Bridge  Street, 

Westminster  Bridge. 


12w 

Weybridge,  Friday  Noon. 
burn  this. 

Br  Sir, 
I  have  mentioned  the  majority  to  the  D _,  he  is  very  agree- 
able to  it— -it  is  the  nephew  of  the  Gen'l ;  his  son  purchased  a  com- 
pany last  week. — Do  you  think  it  at  all  possible  to  oblige  me  on 
Monday  with  one  hunc/recl,  1  shall  be  in  town  Sunday.  If  1  had 
had  the  pleasure   of  seeing  you  at  the  races,   I    intended  to  have 

pointed  you  out  to  the  D- .     Ifyou  are  in  town,  will  you  have 

the  goodness  to  send  a  line  in  answer..  It  will  obli<!;e  much  your 
most  Obed^M.  A.  C. 

4  ESHER  1^ 

Colonel  Sandon,  16.  q^'-2. 

C  No  15  Bridge  Street  ^^ 


»— '     5>». 


J  UN.  9  Westminster  Bridge,  g^- 

1804.  '      London.  .«t-" 

13. 

Thursday. 

I'll  tell  you,  Col. French,  you  can  materially  serve  me,  by  giving 
jiie  a  Bill  for  two  hundred,  for  two  months  or  ten  weeks. 

I  shall  at  all  times  be  happy  to  serve  you  in  any  way.  I  like 
Capt"  Sandon  extremely,  I  suppose  he  is  the  managing  person  ! 


M.  A.  C. 


Drop  me  a  line  in  answer. 
First  LcUtrfrcnn  Mrs-.  'Clarke. 
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14. 


M^  Clarke's  compliments  attend  on  Colonel  Sandon,  will  be  gkd 
to  see  him  to-morrow  tVoai  eleven  till  one. 
Thursday,  Feb.  2S. 

^^    ^  CobneT.  Sandon,  2.      ^ 


No  8,  Lyon's  Inn, 


O  a 
1^  S  Whych  Street. 


vj 


Vj- 


Mv  dear  Sir, 
I  am  vexed  co  death,  von  will  knovy  the  state  oFmj  finances,  and 
1  hit  upon  Speddin.i;  ior  Tuesday,  when,  behold,  the  lleg'  he  is  in 
did  their  exercise  so  bad  lliat  the  Duke  swore  at  them  very  iiiach, 
and  has  stopped  the  promotion  oF every  one  in  it !  He  said  !?o  much 
to  the  Col.  Wemyss  ([  think)  tliat  it*  he  had  been  a  gentleman  he 
would  have  given  up— but  he  intends  looking  over  the  iMemorial 
to-day,  as  S.'has  not  been  long  in  that  Reg.  and  he  is  an  old  otncer. 
So  that  you  see  if  he  gets  his  promotion  how  very  much  he  ought  to 
be  indebted  to  my  good  othces.  1  must  beg  hard  for  him,  the  Duke 
is  very  angry  with  you ;  for  when  he  last  saw  you,  you  promised 
him  Sbo  Foreigners,  and  you  have  not  produced  one.— O,  ye-,, 
master  Sandon'is  a  pretty  fellow  to  depend  on.  I  wish  I  had  nit 
upon  Eustace  first.  1  told  you,  1  believe,  that  they  must  be  done 
gradually,  his  clerks  are  so  canning.  Get  Spedding  to  write  out  a 
hst  of  his  services,  and  send  it  to  me  as  a  private  thing  to  shew 
him,  not  addressed  to  any  one. Adieu. 

16. 

D^  Sir, 
I  asked  this  morning  if  he  hadA/mse//'read  those  papers  I  gave  him 
of  the  Col's,  he  sayed  that  he  had;  but  that  he  still  asked  so  much 
more  than  other  men,  that  he  could  not  think  of  closing  with  him  : 
however  let  him  send  again,  as    perhaps  he  forgets  his  papers  in 
his  hurry,  especially  as  he  had  those  at  home. 
1  cannot  do  myself  the  pleasure  of  being 


lorn. 


17. 


D'  Sir,  ^  ,;, 

I  shall  esteem  it  a  favor  if  you  will  make  immediate  enquiry, 
about  a  Lieutenancy  (I  understand  there  are  two  to  be  disposed  of 
in  the  l/Uh  Lt  Dragoons)  as  Clwrles  Tiiompson  is  determined  to  quit 
his  next  week,  and  I  wish  for  his  own  sake  that  he  goes  direct  to 
the  other,  as  the  Duke  might  be  displeased  with  any  one  being  idle 
at  this  critical  moment.  If  you  are  in  the  way  1  shall  expect  a 
line — iust  to  say  if  vou  think  it  possible  for  him  to  purchase  so  soon. 
•^  -^      "  ^  Hi« 
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His  R.  H.  goes  out  of  town  to  Cbejmsfoid  Saturday,  and  returns  to 
tow^  to  bis  office  3  o'clock  Tuesday. 

M.  A.  C. 

Colonel  Sandon, 
No  15,  Wesmin-lei*  Bridge, 
Bridge  Street, 

We-oiniinster. 

18. 

•       ^  D--  Sir, 

Major  Taylor  has  proposed  to  do  something  in  the  Irish  Levys 
for  his  L'  Coloncy,  but  it  will  not  be  effected;  the  friend  of  ours 
says  he  will  let  him  purchase,  altbo'  he  is  so  young  a  Major,  but 
this  you  know  is  nothing  to  us;  so  do  you  see  him,  and"  if  vou 
enter  upon  ihe  same  terms  as  before,  1  think  Ishall  be  able  to  leize 
him  out  of  it;  let  me  know  the  result  of  it  soon  as  possible. 

Do  you  think  it  at  all  possible  for  you  and  French  to  let  me  draw 
a  bill  on  you  for  ^200/.  1  am  so  dreadfully  distressed  I  know  not 
which  way  to  turn  myself,  and  before  that  will  be  due  you  are  aware 
of  what  is  to  he  done  for  me  in  that  negociation.  Thank  vou  for 
the  pig,  it  wiis  the  most  delicate  thing  of  the  kind  possible.  'Adieu. 

D   Sir,  I  am, 

Sec.  Sec.  &c. 
Wednesday, 
Jan.  30.  ' 

19.  ,     > 

Dr  Sir, 
As  1  leave  town  on  Monday  eveninnf  and  running  short  of  Cash, 
will  you.   be  kind  encugh  to  send   mc   by  Muuday  the  Hundred 
Pounds. 

M.  A.  e. 

Colonel  Sanden, 

'20, 

D--  Sir, 

Most  unfortunately  Lord  Bridgewaler  has  asked  for  the  va- 
cancy 'ere  indeed  it  was  one,  so  ihat  thai  is  done  ; 
but  H.  R.  H.  will  let  me  know  if  he  can  at  4  o'ck. — He  does 


torn. 


not  go  out  of  town,  as  intended,  to-moriow,  on  account  of  His  Ma- 
jesty having  been  insulted  yesterday,  and  still  fears  it.---l  have  a 
Bill  due  either  Saturday  or  Monday,  I  know  not  which  day;  can 
you  get  me  the  five  hundred  guineas — he  has  been  signed  and  will 
be  in  the  Gazette  to-morrow,  you  know  who  L  mean. 

Instead  o'f  a  60  guineii  harp  let  it  be  100,  as  I  have  told  hijn  you 
was  going  to  present  me  onv,  therefore  it  must  be  \ery  elegant. 

j 1    Tell  Zimmepfos  he  shall  have  he  wishes  for  700 

I  ^1  guineas,  mt  he  shall  have  it  in  a  month. 

Oonfc 
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Doiil  fail  burning  my  scrible  soon  as  read. 
I  do  not  go  out  of  town  to-mono\v. 

Colonel  Sanden, 
N"  15  Bridge-Street 
Westminster. 

or  Duke-sti-eet  AdelpJii. 
N"  9.     Office. 


■*  1  • 


D'Sir,  Thursday. 

I  am  extremely  sorry  to  inform  you  (for  the  poor  boy's  sake)  but 
it  is  impossible  to  admit  him,  as  he  has  that  mis^fortune  you  men- 
tioned of  being  o«e  ey^d.  Do  you  think  it  possible  to  get  me  a 
Vote  on  Monday  for  Pitt's  ISIotion  ?  it  will  if  carried  be  of  some 
consequence  to  us  hereafter ;   try  all  you  can 

1  remain,  D'  Sir, 
^'ours.  Sec.  8cc. 

M.  A.  Clarke. 

Colonel  Sandon. 
Bndge-street, 
No  15.       Westminster  Bridge. 

Send  me  an  Answer. 

22.  / 

Vv'hal  you  ask  will  be  at  your  service,  and  the  letter  will  be  at 
yo'  Office  Monday  morn'. 

Colonel  Sandon. 

23.  ' 

Mrs.  Clarke  will  be  glad  to  see  Captain  Sanaon  to-morrow,  be- 
fore twelve  o'clock,  if  he  is  in  town  •,  if  not,  Monday  at  5, 


^     H 


Friday  ^^  co 

J:;  Sh  "^  •                         Col.  Sandon,  ^'i 

-o^'-*                            No  15,  Bridge  Street,  OIj 

^                                            Westminster  Bridge.  H 

24. 

^    Br  Sir,  '    .  ■         . 

There  is  not  any  such  thing  in  contemplation   as  the  written 

question.     Will  you  again  ask  about  an  India  Lieuftenancy  \  as  the 

Duke  assurer  me  there  are  two  for  sale.     In  consequence  of  what  I 

mentioned  to  him  of  Kenner  he  has  made  many  enquiries,  and 

finds- 


416 

finds  him  to  be  a  black  ?heep  ;  he  ofTeiccl  to  bribe  Col.  Gordon  a 
few  days  since  ! ! 

M.  A.  C.     I  ^ 

Colonel  Sandon.  ^ 

*^ 

D,  Sir, 
"Ere  I  leave  town  I  scratch  a  few  lines,  begging  you  to  be  on 
Vour  guard   in  every  point ;  but  oi' my  name  in  particular,   for  the 
future    never  breathe  it. — I  am  confident  you  have  a  number  of 

enemies,  for  yesterday  the was  assailed  from  seven  or  eight 

diiferent  persons  witli^ invective  against  you — lie  is  a  little  angry 
at  something,  yet  will  not  tell  it  me— I  think  this  fellow  Kenncr 
tries  his  friends— they  laid  fine  complaints  against  you — did  you 
tell  Zcniminees  that  as  soon  as  Toynyn  was  gazetted  you  would 
get  him  done  ?  in  the  same  way,  and  that  1  was  the  person  r  Let  mc 
see  you  on  Tuesday. 

Adieu,  I  am  interrupted. 

06. 

My  D,  Sir, 
Be  so  good  as  to  Ipok  at  the  Gazette  to-morrow  evng,  as  I  rather 
expect  some  of  thenames  to  be  inserted,  1  have  others  which  I  as- 
sure you  upon  my  honor.  The  present  for  my  trouble  fior  the  Ma- 
jority is  seven  iiundrcd  guineas,  so  if  you  have  any  more  this  must 
be  the  same— 1  shall  be  in  town  Monday,  if  you  will  have  any 
thing  to  communicate.     I  remain, 

Friday  Evng.  !>'  Sir,  yours,  &c.  &c. 

•^        "^  M.  A.  C. 

7  o'clock  '^'^0^^''"^ 

1804  ISr.  Colont^l  Sanden, 

No  8  Lyons-hin,  AVhych-ftrcet, 
Strand. 


i?7. 


22d 
D^Sir,  8th 

I  made  a  mistake,  it  is  the  22d  Regiment  Mr.  Thompson  is  to 
purchase  into,  or  the  8th.     Shall  I  see  you  to-day  ? 


What  is  Thompson  to  say  to  his  Colonel? 

Charles  Farqulwr 

Thompsou, 
13 
to  8  or  :J2tl 

Colonel  SaivdeM, 
J  5  Bridge-'otreet, 

Westminel^-. 


M.  A.  C. 
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f-,   rnih  ~S.. 


I  gave  the  papers  tq  his  Royal  Highness;  he  read  themVhiJe 
\vithme;  s^kV  he  still  thought  Men'high;  but  that  an  answer 
would  be  ]eh  at  his  Office  as  the  way  of  business.  ^       ' 

1  told  him  if  any  was  appointed,  to  give  the  Col.  the  preference. 
Bum  ihis  soon  as  read.— I  do  not  comprehend  exactly  what  you 
mean  by  five  other  things ;  I  don't  think  it  possible.' 


29. 


Canyou.send  me  one  hundred  pounds  to-day  ?— and  let  me  see 
you  to-morrow  morning. 

.,  ,       o  M.A.  C. 

.  Cqlonel  Sanden. 

■  ■    i ! ' '    '  •' 

.SO. 

Dear  Sir,  '  Friday. 

Will  you  go  to  the  Horse  Guards  for  me  to-day,  and  leave  a 
proper  letter  as  coming  from  Charles  Thompson,  asking  for  leave 
ot  absence  for  a  fortnight;  but  if  his  services  should  be  wanted  he 
would  join  immediately;  if  you  know  any  belonging  to  the  Adju- 
tants, you  could  get  it  by  to-morrow. 

Colonel  Sanden.  ]\j;,  j^^  q 

SI.       , 

^,  -noA  n  Avaqs  oj  qsi.u  j  j  j  ip^  pj^^D  uera  snouo^oa  ^  qjiAA 
sn^T^^noo  ur  '.lapuai-Aauoiu  's  d.m  noA"  sAys  qoiqA\  .Ta^ii[  b  ^A-eq  j* 

I  hope  you  will  attend  the  Duke  to-dav,  as  Clinton  leaves  him 
on  Thursday;  and  he  has  all  the  writings. .for. you  in  hand  :  he  wiii 
not  leave  his  office  till  six.—  ;-,■; 

I  shall  be  glad  of  a  hundred  guineas    if   possible  this  week, 
^aturday  week  Tonyn  will   be  gazetted,— How  comes  on  French? 
v^all  to-morrow  if  possible. 
Colonel  Sand<>n, 


15,  Bridge  Street, 

Westminster. 


S2. 


As  your  Servant  has  called,  and  fearing  tou  may  not  have  mr 
letter-beg  you  tq, see, the  Duke  to-day  at. ail  events,  or  else  thinirs 
^viU  be  longer  about,  as    Col.  Gordon   taJces   Clinton's  plates  o'^n 


Thursday, 

D^  sir. 


33. 


Pray  what  can  Spedding  mean  bj  asking;  on  Thursday,  thro' 
en.  Jonyn,  for  leave  to  go  upon  half-pav^?  tis  odd  behaviour^ 
"t'  you  must  thjuk   that  some   one  thinks" me  used   very  ill;  of 

<j  <tB         ■  course 
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courte,  till  this  is  fulty  explained,  I  shall  drop  all  thoughts  of  anj 

thiugclse.  —  ^     ^  .  , 

I  remain  your  s, 

M.  A.  C. 

SJitlirday. 

Colonel  Sandon. 

Sir, 
I  am  exactly  treated  as  1  have  heen  led  to  believe,  from  more 
than  one  quarter,  but  will  thank  you  to  send  me  Colonel  French'* 
Address  to-day  before  the  Post  goes  out— I  have  nothing  to  do 

with  youF  Agent,  you  know. 

I  remain,  sir. 

Your  most  obed» 

M.  A.  C. 

So. 

As  Col.  Sandon  did  not  c^ill  according  to  promise,  Mrs.  C 
hopes  he  will  have  the  goodness  to  send  her  a  Bill  at  two  months, 
in  the  morning:  surely  all  things  will  be  settled  before  that  be- 
comes due.     Mrs.  C.  hopes  he  will  not  disappoint* 

Monday. 

Colonel  Sanden, 
Lyons-Inn, 
Whych-street. 

36, 

Sir, 
You  have  disappointed  me  dreadfully,  a  Bill  of  one  Hundred  a 
three   months   h   useless,  it    must   be   for  two   hundred  at  thre 

for  one  hundred 

months,  or  one  at  six  weeks  or  two  months.     I  beg  you  to  retur 
it  by  the  bearer,  as  1  mentioned   my  situation  to  you. — Word  ; 

thu*,: 1   promise   to  pay  to  Six  weeks   or  Two  months  afti 

date,  pay  Mr.'  Thompson    or   Order,  th&  Sum  of  One  hundre 
Pounds  for  value  received.  I 

Pray  let  me  have  it  this  evenins:  at  all  event*. 

^  "  M.  A.  C.  I 

.37.  /  : 

M"  Clarke's  compliments  attend  Capi"  Sandon,  will  feel  hers* 
much  obliged  if  he  will  do  his  best  for  Thompson  in  the  recruitn 
business,  as  on  his  getting  the  men  early  will  give  him  first  rank 

M^  C.  has  not  been  able  to  get  an  answer  from  H.  II.  H.  ai)oi 


Taylor. 
Dec.  26. 


5     r^^■oVr         b  d 

POST  B  (^  -^     i 

Hlaadfoid.         ►o  ^^  S  ^\ 


"Colonel  Sandon,  -^  ^ 

No.  8,  Lyon's  Tn»,  ^  V'"^  ^-\ 

Wych  "Street,  '    i  ^  % 
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ss 

M     C.  must  again  liitreat  the  assistance  of  Col.  S He  well 

biovvs    she  has  always  done  as  he  has  wished  her  to  do. 

Colonel  Sand  en, 
N"  8,   Lyon's  Inn, 

Wvch  IStreet.  '        , 

39. 

I  am  told  an  Answer  is  left  out  for  Col.  French  at  the  office, 
and  that  now  he  has  dropped  three  Guineas  per  man.— 

I  am  not  aware  of  what  the  answer  is  intended  to  convey. 

k  will, 
Itoml  Mr.  Corrl. 

40. 

I  hope  you  will  not  disappoint  me,  as  on  you  alone  depends  ray 
hopes  of  takiniL-  up  a  Bill  over  due. 
Colonel  Sandeu. 

41  y 


D'S 


ir, 


2j  Westhourne  Place,  Sloane  Square, 
December  ^"^ 


Let  me  know  where  you  are,  and  I  have  not  the  least  doubt  but 
I  can  serve  you  essentially,  and  remain  as  ever  your  friend. 

Maky  Anne  Clarke.  : 


o 


o 

Sj 


6081 

Captain  Sandon, 

Wai^i^oa  Train, 

bpain. 
By  Me?s.  Greenwood  &  Co.    ' 
Lion  hin,  Strand,  London. 


H 
oi 

O 


r9   "~ 


(Captain  Huxley  Sandon  nas  then 
broug/U  to  the  Bar,  and  ivas  exa?nin- 
ed  by  Lord  Yolkstose  as J'oUovj.s:) 

Q.  State  to  the  Coninitttee  from 
what  motive  yon,  when  you  were  the 
first  time  examined  about  the  business 
of  Major  Tonyn,  did  not  mention  the 
note  which  you  produced  last  night? 

A.  Lreallv  am  extremelv  ashamed 
of  myself  that  I  did  not ;  and  I  hope 
the  Honourable  House  will  pardon  me. 

Q.  What  motive  had  you  for  not 
mentioning  that  note,  when  you  were 
first  examined  at  the  Bar  '' 

A.    \yifter  a    long  pause,    during 
uhich  the  ivitness  appeared  to  be  great-^ 
ly  ujp&oted']   I  really   had  no  motite. 
\,J  cryyfihafne !  Hhame  !] 


Q.  Were  you  aware  that  it  was  a 
material  circumstance  to  the.  point  on 
which  you  were  examined  ? 

A.  .Certainly  it  was. 

Q.  Were  you  not  aware  that  you 
were  bound  to  give  such  information 
as  was  within  your  knowledge  respect- 
ing that  fact? 

A.  I  did  not  understand  that  I  wa? 
obliged  to  give  it;  I  thought  if  the 
question  was  asked  me,  I  was  obliged 
to  answer  it. 

Q.  S^te  the  reason  why  you  did 
not  mention  it  on  your  l"irst  examina- 
tion ? 

A.  I  really  do  not  know  how  tp 
answer  the  question. 

Q.  Why,    whefi    you    wctc   asked 
3  G  2  '  abon 
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about  this  note,  did  you  deny  know-  Q.  Last  night  did  vou  not  kno^ 

ing  what  was  become  of  it  ?  what  was  become  of  the  note  ? 

A.  At   that  period  the  note  was  A.  Not  till  I  went  <home  ;  it  was 

mislaid.  mislafd.     (Murmurs  !j 

IThexi'itnesstvas  taken  from  the  Bar.'] 

Mr.  FREiiM A NTLE  proposed,  that  the  witness  should, be  re- 
minded of  the  powers  of  the  House  to  punish  his  prevarication. 

Mr.  W.  Smith  wished  that  the  messenger  who  accompanied 
the  prisoner  to  his  lodgings  should  be  calle'd  to  the  bar  and  ex- 
amined. 

Mr.  Perceval  did  notthink  that  any  contradiction  that  might 
"be  proved  between  him  and  another,  would  be  near  so  forcible^ as 
that  which  was  manifested  in  his  own  evidence  ;  to  call  the  mes- 
senger, therefore,  he  thought  unnecessary. 

Mr.  Wilberforce  said,  it  might  be  false  that  the  papers 
were  mislaid,  or  that  they  were  not,  for  he  had  stated  both  ;  and 
therefore  he  was  desirous  that  the  messenger  should  be  called  to 
ascertain  it. 

The  witness  being  again  brought  to  the  bar,  the  Chairman 
addressed  him  as  follows  : 

Captain  Huxley  Sandon  ;  I  am  in-  say  every  thing   I  know  j    it  is  my 

structedby  the  Committee. to  remind  wish  and  my  inclination, 

you  of  the  heavy  punishment  which  Q.  Do  you  recollect  any  conver- 

has  been  inflicted  upon  you  for  gross  sation  which  you    held  with  Colonel 

prevarication,  under  the  infliction  of  Hamilton     somewhere   in   London, 

which  you  are  still  labouring  ;  and  to  since   your  return  to  London,  when 

inform  you,  that  if  you  persevere  in  you  informed  Colonel  Hamilton  that 

the  sariie  system  of  gross  prerarica-  the  note  was  destroyed,  wherein  you 

tion,youhave  not  yet  experienced  all  used   this    expression,    "they   have 

the  punishment  which  can  be  inflicted  forgot  it"  or  forgotten  them?" 

upon  you  by  the  justice  of  the  House  A.  No  ;  I  never  made  use  of  that 

of  Commons.  Expression. 

Copiain    Huxhy   Sandon.- — -Mr. 

Chairman  ;  I  really  do  not  fcean  to  ^^^  ^^^  George  Warrender.) 

prevaricate  ;   I    am    very  $orry   this  Q.  Was    it    with  a    view  to  any 

Honourable  House  has  that   idea  ;  emolument  or  advantage  to  be  de- 

I  will  speak  every    thing  I  know  ;  it  rived   from    the    possession    of  that 

is  my  wish,!  assure  you,  not  to  pre-  letter,  that  jou  concealed  it  ? 

varicate;    I   will   tell   everything  I  A.   No;  certainly  not. 

can  possibly  know,  Q.    What  was   the   motive   which 

Q.  Do  you  recollect  any  conver-  induced  you   to  conceal   that  letter 

sation  which  you  held  with  Colonel  from  the  "House,  till,  by  the  punish- 

Hamilton  somewhere     in    London,  ii^e"t  of  the   House  being  inflicted 

smce  your  return   (o  London,  when  upon  you,   you,  by  the  fear  of  that 

you  inlormed  Colonel  Hamilton  that  punishment,    were  induced  to  pro- 

the  note  was  destroyed,  wherein  you  <^"ce  it 

used   this    expression,  'Mhey    have  ^-  I  had  no  particular  motive  for 

foigot  It"   or   "forgotten   them?"  keeping  back  that  letter. 

A.  Not    upon     my    recolfection,  Q*    I^o   you   then  mean  to  state, 

upon  my  hcnour  ;   I   will   certainly  that  without   any  direst  motive   ior 
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90  doling,  yoa  told  a  deliberate  falser 
hood  at  the.  bar  ? 

A.  I  am  sorry  to  say  that  I  did  ? 
(A  laugh  !') 

Q.  Did  you  or  clid  you  not,  at  the 
lime  of  your  exaniination  here  last 
night,  think  that  that  note  was  of  im- 
portance ? 

A.  Certainly  Idid, 

Q.  In  what  way  did  you  think  that 
note  of  importance  ? 

A.  Because  it  was  the  note  that 
I  presented  to  Major  Tonyn,  which 
convinced  him  that  it  was  the  inter- 
est I  had  with  Mrs.  Clarke  that  got 
him   the  Majority. 

Q.  Did  you  know,  of  your  own 
knowledge,  the  hand- writing  of  that 
note  ? 

A.  I  never  saw  the  hand-wrilins:, 
to  my  knowledge  before. 

Q.  Did  Major  Ton)  n  seem  to 
know  tlie  liand-writing,  or  did  he 
make  any  observation  upon  the  note, 
and  what  ? 

A.  1  do  not  recollect  tliat  he  did; 
I  shewed  him  the  note,  and, at  that 
period  lie  said,  then  the  matter 
might  stand  over  for  two  or  three 
Gazette  days,  or  a  Gazette  day  or 
two. 


Q.  State  why  it  was  of  importance 
to  you  to  conceal  that  letter  ? 

A.  I  had  no  particular  reason 
why  I  concealed  it. 

Q.  Did  Colonel  Hamilton  wheli 
you  shewed  him  that  note,  tell  yoa 
it  was  the  hand-writing  of  his  Royal 
Plighness  the  Duke  of  York  ? 

A.  No,  he  did  not. 

Q.  What  remark  did  Colone! 
Hamiltonmake  upon  that  note,  wliea 
yon  shewed  it  to  him  ? 

A.  Previous  to  my  shewing  liit^ 
the  note,  I  told  him  that  I  under- 
stood it  was  his  Royal  Highness'* 
hand-writing;  he  asked  me  what 
kind  of  hand  it  was,  whether  it  wat 
a  neat  little  hand,  and  whether  the 
large  T's  were  made  in  a  particular 
way,  turning  over;  and  when  I 
shewed  him  the  note,  I  aske<j  him. 
Do  you  think  it  is  his  Royal  High- 
ness's  hand- writing  ?  he  made  me  ii» 
answer. 

Q.  Did  you  apprehend  any  dar^ 
ger  or   inconvenience    to  yourself, 
from    acknowledging   that   the  noi« 
was  in  your  possession  > 
A.  No,  I  did  not. 

{The  vjitness  was  taken  from  theharA 


Mr.W.  Smith  then  said,  his  reason  for  wishing  the  witnqs* 
to  withdraw  was,  he  had  made  such  gross  prevarications,  that  it 
>yas  beneath  the  dignity  of  the  Committee  to  listen  or  pay  atten^ 
tion  to  his  evidence. 

Mr.Fra.nkland  was  of  opinion,  although  he  was  a  prevari- 
cating  witness,  his  examination   would    give  an   opportunity  of 

brmgmg  other  evidence  Lo  substantiate  any  part  that  appeared  ma- 
terial. J  1  i  1 

Mr.  Perceval  thought  that  the  examination  of  the  witness 
niight  be  of  use,  as  it  might  lead  to  some  clue  that  the  truth  might 
be  got  at. 

Mr.  Wardle  rose  and  said,  the  Committee  could  not  forget 
the  pomp  and  solemnity  with  which  this  witness  was  produced  "by 
the  right  hon.  gentleman  (Mr.  Perceval)  in  his  narrative  yesterday. 
In  that  narrative  be  made  an  allusion  to  evidence  that  ouglit  to 
have  been  brought  forward,  which  was  suppressed.  He  (Mr. 
v\  ardle)  sat  in  his  place,  in  silence,  as  he  always  had  done  when 
Ins  own  mmd  acquitted  iiim,  that  such  inuendoes  were  undeserv- 
edly thrown  out.  The  time  would  come  when  he  would  speak  of 
fhan.     He  owed  it  to  his  cuimtry  and  tiie  Committee.     He  only 

wishefj 
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wished  to  sift  it  to  the  bottom  by  whom  the  witness  was  tampered 
with.  He  declared  he  never  saw  the  witness  until  he  saw  him  at 
the  bar  of  the  Committee. 

Mit.  pEticEvAL  said^  that  from  the  situation  he  was  placed  in 
it  was  his  duty  to  have  taken  the  part  he  had  ;  he  might  have  pre- 
vailed on  others  to  have  done  it,  but  he  preferred  acting  himself 
openly  and  avowedly.  U  there  were  any  thing  he  took  credit  to 
himself,  or  claimed "^ thanks  for,  it  was  the  business  he  introduced 
last  night.  AVhen  he  made  that  statement,  he  assured  the  right 
hon.  g-eutleman  it  was  the  most  distant  wish  he  had,  that  it  should 
be  conceived  he  alluded  to  him.  He  w^as  at  a  loss  to  know  what 
had  fallen  from  him,  this  night,  which  could  have  given  offence. 
He  was  convinced,  after  the  figure  the  witness  had  displayed  at 
the  bar,  if  he  were  to  say  the  Duke  of  York,  himself,  (Mr.  Per- 
ceval), his  learned  friend  (Mr.  Adam),  or  Mrs.  Clarke,  tampeied 
'with  him,  the  Committee  or  the  public  would  not  believe  him. 

Mr.  Whitbread  and  Lord  Henry  Petty  expressed  their 
highest  approbation  of  the  course  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer had  pursued,  and  felt  sorry  that  their  hon.  friend,  Mr.  Wardle> 
should  have  put  a  wrong  construction  upon  his  conduct. 

Mr.  Wardle,  in  the  most  handsome  maiTner,  explained. 


(The  ':iifness  zvas  again  hrnught  to  the 
bar  and  hxamincd  hy  Mr.  Perce- 
val.) 

Q  Iliivc  you  any  recollection 
btuv  long  it  was  befure  the  appoiut- 
jnent  of  Major  'I'oiiyn  appeared  in 
theGazetle,  that  you  shewed  the  note 
you  received  fruui  INIrs.  Clarke  lo 
lllajor  Toiivu  ? 

A.  I  think  it  migl.t  be  two  or  three 
Gazette  days  ;  eight  or  i/ine  or  ten 
days. 

Q.  ^Look  at  that  pL^pei  (No,  42.) 
A.  1  know  this  papeK 
Q,    How   came   tliiij  .paper- into 
your  posser>sion  ?  /■■  • 

A.  It  rolled  up  the  note  that  I  had 
to  shew  Miijor  T-wn. 

Q.  Was  it  i'U  ^^at  btate  when  you 
received  ilr 

A.  Exactly  in  that  state. 
<i.  Had  it  no  other  writing  upon 
it  t 

A.  No,  notlilng  more;  it  rolled 
.up  the  note  T  received  from  Mrs. 
Clarke  to  shew  Major  Tonvn. 

Q.  Do  you  recollect  why  Mrs. 
Clarke  gave  you  t!iat  bit  of  paper  to 
jfuU  up  the  note  ? 

A.   No,    I   cannot    recollect   why 


she  did  it ;  let  me  recollect ;  why, 
there  was  some  reason  why  it  was 
given  ;  1  cannot  positively  take  upon 
me  to  say  what  the  reason  was,  buc 
there  was  some  reason  why  the  note 
was  rolled  up  in  that  piece  of  paper; 
there  was  some  reason,  which  I  can- 
not now  really  recollect. 

Q.  Try  if  you  can  recollect  it  ? 

A.  I  cannot  recollect;  but  I  am 
perfectly  sure  there  was  some  rea- 
son why  she  gave  me  the  note  rolled 
up  in  that  bit  of  paper  ;  I  think,  if 
my  memory  will  bring  me  through, 
it  was  when  the  Duke  was  reviewing 
somewhere  upon  the  coast,  and  it  was 
to  prove  to  Major  Tonyn,  in  sorjie 
way  or  other,  that  that  note  was  writ- 
ten by  his  Royal  Highness. 

Q.  Do  you  mean  that  the  Duke 
XV as  reviewing  near  the  coast  tvhei 
you  shewed  this  paper  to  Major  To* 
nyn  ? 

A.  He  was  on  the  coast,  I  under- 
stood, at  that  period  ;  she  had  re- 
ceived this  letter,  which  she  pro- 
duced ;  I  do  not  know  whether  shi 
did  not  produce  the  letter,  and  read 
])art  of  it  to  me,  and  then  she  tori 
oH  a  piece,  aed  roJlwl  vip  the  other, 
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a.nd  said,  This  will  convince  him 
that  this  comes  from  his  lloyal  High- 
ness, who  is  now  upon  the  coast. 

Q.  How  could  that  letter,  not  hav- 
ing upon  it  the  Duke^s  name,  con- 
vince any  body  that  another  letter 
that  appeared  to  be  in  the  same 
hand-writinti  was  the  Duke's  ? 

A.  I  really  do  not  remember  now, 
but  that  he  was  at  Dover  or  in  Kent, 
reviewing,  at  the  period,  1  perfectly 
well  recollect. 

Q.  Do  "you  not  recollect  that  the 
Duke  of  York's  name  was  upon  the 
frank  of  the  letter  at  the  time  it  was 
produced  to  you  ? 

A.  I  never  saw  it. 

Q.  Was  there  any  thing  respect- 
inu;  the  seal  that  was  to  be  observed  ? 

A.  Not  that  I  recollect. 

Q.  Why  should  you  give  credit  to 
that  cover  more  than  to  the  note  ? 

A»  It  is  so  long  since  that  1  cannot 
recollect  why,  but  that  there  was 
some  reason  I  am  certain, 

{Bif  General  Loftus.) 

Q.    Recollect  yourself  how   you  * 
came  to  go  to  Mrs.. Clarke's  on  that 
day,  whether  by  accident,  intention, 
or  solicitation  ? 

A-  I  should  think  it  was  from  so- 
licitation. 

Q.  In  what  room  did  you  see  Mrs. 
Clarke  ? 

A.  I  really  cannot  say  ;  I  used  to 
see  her  in  every  room  ;  such  as  the 
drawing-room,  and  the  dining-room, 
find  her  Htile  dressing-room. 

Q.  Will  you  recollect  whether  any 
person  was  present  ? 

A.  No,  I  do  not  recollect  that 
circumstance. 

Q  On  what  business  did  you  go 
there  on  that  day  ? 

A.  1  think  it  was  from  her  solici- 
taticn,  that  I  might  go  to  Major  To- 
nyn,  to  inform  him  that  she  had  got 
this  paper,  or  lluit  I  was  to  taketiie 
note  and  shew  it  to  Major  Tonyi.,  it 
came  from  his  Royal  Highness  the 
Duke  of  York  ;  but  there  are  sorue 


letters  which  I  gave  up  to  this  Ho-^ 
nourable  House,  that  I  think  merttioit 
something  abont  that  very  business. 
Q.  Did  you  state  to  Mrs.  Clarke, 
that  Major  Tonyn  want^-'d  his  secu- 
rity back  again,  or  his  money? 

A,  That  he  wanted  back  his  me- 
morandum.   ; 

Q.  ^Vhat  contrivance  was  it  be- 
tween Mrs.  Clarke  and  you  to  keep 
Major  Tonyn  from  recovering  that 
memorandum  ? 

A.  I  know  of  uo  particular  contri- 
vance ;  she  desired  I  would  go  to 
him,  and  speak  about  the  Majority. 
Q.  'I'hen  the  Committee  is  to  un- 
derstand, that  you  went  there  and 
had  a  conversation  with  Mrs.  Clarke, 
how  to  manage  to  keep  Major  Tonya 
in  temper  until  his  Majority  could  be 
had,atid  that  you  found  there  a  note, 
purporting  to  be  a  note  from  the 
Commander  in  Chief,  ready  writteu 
and  sealed  ? 

A.  I  do  not  exactly  recollect  that 
circumstance  ;  I  have  related  previ- 
ous to  it  how  I  came  acquainted  with 
Major  Tonyn;  and   when  I   had  the 
honour  of  beinj^  introduced  to  Major 
Tonyn,  it   was  on  the   very  demur, 
when  he  was   tired  of  the  business, 
and    thought    the  influence   I   had 
could   not  get  the  matter  done,  and 
desired  me  to  get  back  the  security  ; 
the  consequence    was,    I    informed 
Mrs.  Clarke  of  the  subject. 
Q.  And  she  had  a  note  ready  ? 
A.  No,    I    beg  your  pardon,  not 
that  I  recollect,  then. 

Q.  The  note  was  not  ready  ? 
A.   Not  that  I  recollect. 
Q.  Then  if  the  note  was  not  ready^ 
how  came  you  to  bring  it  away  with 
you  ? 

A.  I  do  not  recollect ;  slie  told  me 
she  had  got  a  note,  and  sliewed  me 
this  note,  and  desired  me  to  take  it 
to  Major  Tonyn;  I  of  course  took 
it,  and  told  him  that  v/as  the  interest 
by  which  we  would  obtain  the  Ma* 
jority  ;  I  did  not  know  at  that  time 
that  it  was  from  the  Commander  in 
Chief;  Mrs-  Clarke g-4ve  tne  the  note, 

and 
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and  said  that  lie  had  better  wait  two 
or  three  Gazette  days,  and  in  all  pro- 
bability he  would  be  gazetted. 

Q.  Did  you  find  the  note  thwe, 
and  was  it  sealed  or  not  ? 

A.  When  I  first  saw  the  note,  it 
was  not  sealed  ;  it  was  broken  open, 
the  Seal  was  broken. 

Q.  Was  it  re-sealed  ? 

A.  Not  in  my  presence. 

Q.  Did  you  deliver  it  sealed  to 
Captain  Tonyn  ? 

A.  No,  I  took  it  in  my  hand,  and 
sliewed  him  the  note. 

Q.  Will  you  undertake  to  say  that 
there  never  was  a  contrivance  be- 
tween yourself  and  Mrs.  Clarke,  on 
any  occasion  of  this  kind,  to  fabri- 
cate such  a  note  ? 

A.  Positively  never. 

Q.  You  have  stated,  that  the  Com- 
mander in  Chief  was  revie^vinoon  the 
coast  when  you  retceived  that  note 
from 'Mrs.  Chirke'i-'  •     "    *  ' 

A.  So  I  understood  from  IMrs. 
Clark^e. 

'Q.iHow    lonir'  had    His    Royal 
Highness  been   absent  Ixovii  town  at 
th^t  time  ? 
'  A.'  i  really  cannot  say. 

Q-.  'Had  he  beeii  three  days  ab- 
sent ?     A.  I  really  do  not  know.  ' 

.  ,.    (By  Mr.  Croker.)  .   : 

Q.  There  are  certain  pencil  marks 
and  other  marks  of  yours  upon  the 
papers  which  were  laid  upon  the  ta- 
ble last  night ;  were  those  marks 
and  dates- the  dates  of  the  times  that 
you  received   those  papers? 

A.  If  you  will  ^o  me  the  honour 
of  letting  me  see  the  papers,  I  will 
»ay  for  what  purpose  I  put  therai  to 
the  best  of  my  recollection. 

[A^6».  (;,  v:as  shewn  to  the  zvitncss.'] 
Q.  On  that  you  will  find  a  pencil 
mark,  *'  17th  of  August  1804;" 
Slate  what  that  pencil  mark  means  ? 

A.  This  of  course  must  be  the 
date  of  it  ;  here  it  is  upon  the  post 
in  ark. 

Q.  Was  the  pencil  the  date  when 
you  received  it  ? 
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A,  No,  it  could  not  be,  for  here  is 

August  the  17  th." 

Q.  What  is  the  meaning  of  this, 
pencil  mark  ? 

A.  I'hat  must  be  from  something 
of  this  sort,  for  here  is  17th  of  Au- 
gust upon  the  post  mark. 

Q.  What  is  the  meaning  of  that 
pencil  mark  ? 

A.  I  suppose  it  must  be  the  date, 
oftheleiier. 

Q.  Is  not  that  pencil  mark  your, 
hand-writing  ? 

A.  I  think  it  is,  but  the  words 
"  Mrs.  Clarke"  upon  it,  are  not 
mine. 

[No.  13,  a-'fls  shezin  fo  the  xvitnebs.'] . 
Q.  You  will  observe  there  is  a  pencil 
date  upon  that  letter  of  the  8th  of 
June  1804;  what  does  that  pencil 
date  mean;  was  it  ,the  day  you  re- 
ceived the  letter  ?   ;""    '-       " 

A.  No,  this  must  be  wrong,  be- 
cause it  is  June  9^h,  and  here  is 
"Junes th ,'*  a  nd  J  u  ne  th e  8  th  does 
not  look  lik^  m'y  han'd-writin^  ;  the 
word  *'  Majority"  is  mine. 

Q.  Has  tbat'll^tterbeen  out  of  your 
custody  since  the  time  you  received 
it,  till  last  night  * 

A.  No,  Certainly  not. 

Q.'  Then  is  it  possible  any  other 
person  than  yourself  could  have  ^ut 
that' date  to  it  ?  ,'^   ,i,.".;  .,: 

A.  No,  I  should  imagine  nQt ; 
but  still  it  does  not  look  like  my 
hand-writing.  [,..^.j  » 

Q..  Do  you  recollect  the  purport 
of  the. note  ? 

A.  "No,  I  entirely  forget  what  it  is. 
[The  note  Wjis  read.] 

Q.  Hcariijg  the  purport  of  this 
note,  state  how  this  note, .  which 
mentions  '^  a  stop  to  the  .business'" 
could  possibly  encourage  Major 
Tonyn  in  the  idea  of  its  going  for- 
ward ? 

A.  The  note  says,  docs  it  not,  that 
it  is  to  go  on. 

Q.  On  the  contrary,  it  says  it 
stops,  *'  shall  remain  as  it  is"  ;  how 
can  this  note,  which^  speaks  of  it« 
lemainiiig  as  it  is,    encourage  this 

gentlemaix 
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gentleman  in  the  expectation   of  its  shall  stand  still ;  what  do  you  under- 

8^'"§on?  stand    by   the  expression     in    that 

A.  It  was   then   going  on,    and  1  note,  that  it  is  to  remain  as  it  is  ? 
should  imagine  it  was  meant  that  it       A.  I  really  do  not  understand  it  I 

should  go  on.  •  must  confess  ^ 

Q.  If  you  attend  to  the  purport  of 

the  note,  you  will  tind  that  it  says  it  L^^'^  zoitness  was  taken  from  the  Bar,} 

Mr.  Perceval  inquired/  whether  it  was  the  intention  ot  the 
hon.  gentleman  to  go  into  any  further  evidence  ?  and  Mr.  Wardle 
declared  it  was  not.  Mr.  Perceval  then  observed,  that,  from  the 
mass  of  papers  laid  on  the  table  this  day,  it  would  require  time  to 
inspect  them;  he  therefore  wished  the  Committee  might  adjourn 
to  xMonday,  without  meaning,  however,  that  arrangement  to  be 
definitive. 

The  Committee  then  adjourned,  and  the  House  having  resumed, 
the  Chairman  reported  progress,  and  leave  was  given  to  sit  again 
on  Monday. 

Captain  Sandon  was  ordered  to  be  sent  again  to  Newgate. 

Previous  to  the  House  adjourning,  Mr.  Perceval  proposed, 
that  the  papers  given  this  day  in  to  the  table,  be  given  into  the 
custody  of  the  Clerk,  for  the  inspection  of  the  members  of  the 
House.  He  also  suggested,  that  as  a  difference  of  opinion  might  ex- 
ist as  to  the  hand- writing  of  the  note  purporting  to  be  the  Duke  of 
York's,  delivered  in  by  Captain  Sandon,  that  it  would  be  expe- 
dient to  submit  the  inspection  of  it  to  some  person  acquainted  with 
the  differences  of  hands,  in  order  that  his  opinion  might  help  the 
House  in  forming  their  judgment  on  the  subject. 

Mr.  Williams  Wynne  thought  they  could  not  be  tooparticu- 
larin  the  custody  of  those  papers,  and  therefore  proposed  that  each 
person  should  inspect  the  note  and  other  papers  necessary  to  form 
his  opinion  at  the  bar,  in  the  presence  of  the  House. 

The  Attorney-General  stated,  it  was  the  practice  in  courts 
of  justice,  when  papers  were  to  be  examined,  to  direct  that  such, 
should  be  done  in  the  custody  of  the  Clerk  of  the  Couit. 

It  was  at  last  definitively  arranged,  that  all  the  papers  should  be 
lodged  in  a  box,  in  the  custody  ©f  the  Clerk,  and  that  such  papers 
is  were  given  in  evidence,  should  be  open  to  the  inspection  of  the 
members,  and  such  persons  as  the  Speaker  should  approve  of. 

[TAc  House  adjourned  at  two  o'clock.'} 


NO.  ir.  sk  eleventh 
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ELEVENTH  DAY. 

MONDAY,    FEBRUARY  20,    180P. 


bs  the  motion  of  Loud  Folkstone^  the  cashier  in  the  house 
of  Messrs.  Coutts  and  Co.  Sir  Digby  Hamilton,  and  Mr.  Nisbett, 
were  ordered  to  attend  the  Committee  of  the  whole  House,  on  an 
Inquiry  into  the  conduct  of  his  Royal  Highness  the   Duke   oi 

On  the  motion  of  Mr.  C.Adams,  Mrs.  Clarke,  and  anothei 
person  were  also  ordered  to  attend  the  said  Committee. 

On  the  motion  of  Mr.  Beresford,  Captain  Sandon  was  or 
dered  to  be  brought  up  from  Newgate  for  a  similar  purpose. 

On  the  motion  of  MR.W.ADAM,Mrs.Mary  Ann  Clarke  was  or 
dered  to  bring  with  her,  this  day,  two  letters  dated  m  May,  IBOvi 
relative  to  her  separation  from  his  Royal  Highness  the  Duke  o 

Mr.  Thomas  Parker  was  ordered  to  attend  the  Committee  upoi 
the  Inquiry  relative  to  the  Duke  of  York,  and  to  bring  with  hic 
his  books  of  accounts  for  1804,  5,  and  6,  containing  his  dealing 
with  Mrs.  Clarke.  Mrs.  Favery  and  Mrs.  Mary  Ann  Taylor  wer 
also. ordered  to  attend  the  said  Committee. 

Mr.Wardle  moved  the  order  of  day  for  the  House  to  resolv 
itself  into  a  Committee  of  the  whole  House,  to  consider  f  urtlit 
of  the  conduct  of  the  Duke  of  York.  ,         ,. ,  , 

Sir  Thomas  Turton  wished,  before  they  did  so,  to  make 
temark  or  two  upon  what  had  passed  on  the  last  night.     He  w; 
sensible  it  was  irregular  to  observe  on  the  evidence  in  this  stage  < 
the  business,  and  therefore  would  simply  put  a  question  to  t 
ri-hi  hon.  gentleman  opposite  to  him,  (xMr.  Perceval.)     VV  hen 
was  makini  his  statement  of  the  different  sums  advanced  by 
Duke  of  York  to  Mrs.  Clarke,  he  seemed  to  do  so  as  a  part  ot  U 
case  of  his  Royal  Highness.     If  this  were  so    he  submitted  to  b 
considerauon,'whether  it  would  not  be  right  to  call  evidence 
their  bar,  for  the  purpose  of  substantiating  those  facts,  it  it  we 
intended  to   remove   any   prejudices    that   might   exisV  on    t 

*"  Mr.^Perceval  reminded  theHouse  he  had  stated  that  he  h> 
then  witnesses  in  waiting,  who  were  ready  to  F«;^^^^^^.^,f;,;'^' 
of  the  various  articles  he  had  stated  ^o  Mrs.  Carke.  With  ^ 
spect  to  the  different  sums  of  money  alledged  to  have  been 
vanced  to  her,  he  had  proposed  that  it  should  be  reteired  to 
Select  Committee  to  report  thereon  as  it  might  not  be  ^oh^kI^ 
delicate  for  them  to  inspect  ^is  Royal  Highness  s  geneu^^^^^^^^^^ 
account.    Those  sums  GOidd  aot  be  brought  home  to  U^e  «^^cu 
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possessiorr  of  Mrs.  Clarke,  because  the  practice  appeared  to  be 
this  :  his  Royal  Highness  was  in  the  habit  of  sending  his  drafts  to 
his  banker's  for  various  sums,  which,  when  he  had  received,  he 
would  send  inclosed  to  her.  This  was  the  only  proof  the  matter 
was  capable  of,  and  if  such  were  required,  he  had  expressed  his 
opinion  that  it  would  be  right  to  refer  it  to  a  Select  Committee. 
Various  opinions  were  given  on  the  occasion,  but  no  wish  was  de- 
finitively expressed  by  the  House  on  the  subject.  If  such  a  desire 
were  expressed  now,  he  could  see  no  objection  to  refer  it  to  a  Se- 
lect Committee,  though  he  was  sorry  that  the  time  was  lost  in  not 
doing  it  before. 

Sir  Thomas  Turton  declared  he  had  not  heard  any  thing  of 
the  proposal  of  referring  it  to  a  Select  Committee ;  he  was,  how- 
ever, afraid,  that  this  mode  might  not  prove  quite  satisfactory, 
as  departing  from  that  publicity  which  had  hitherto  marked  their 
proceedings. 

Mr.  Perceval  conceived  it  would  be  thought  perfectly  satis- 
factory to  the  House,  as  they  had  found  all  the  proceedings  al- 
ready entrusted  to  a  Select  Committee  perfectly  fair  and  impartial ; 
insomuch,  that  not  the  slightest  difference  of  opinion  had  existed 
among  them  in  making  their  report. 

Sir  Thomas  Turton  said,  that  he  did  not  mean  to  say  it  was 
not  satisfactory  to  the  House,  but  to  the  public. 

Mr.  Abe RCROMBiE,  alluding  to  the  examination  of  Mr.  Green- 
wood, on  a  former  night,  relative  to  the  appointment  of  Mr.  El- 
derton,  in  which  he  had  stated,  that  he  had  expressed  his  sense 
of  the  impropriety  of  such  appointment,  said,  he  was  authorised 
by  that  gentleman  to  correct  that  statement,  as  he  had  found, 
upon  close  examination,  that  he  had  not  written  a  second  time 
on  that  subject  after  his  letter  to  General  Abercrombie  in  Mr.  El- 
derton's  favour,  upon  which  letter  that  General  had  recommended 
him. 

Mr.  Charles  Adams  wished  to  ask  Mr.  Perceval,  whether  in 
his  statement  of  the  conferrences  he  had  had  with  the  Duke  of 
York,  his  Royal  Highness  had  informed  him  how  he  learned  of 
the  intended  suppression  of  the  note  by  Capt.  Sandon  ? 

Mr.  Pkrceval  said,  he  had  not  stated  that  he  had  been  told 
any  such  thing  by  the  Duke  of  York,  but  by  Colonel  Hamilton. 

Upon  motion.  Colonel  Gordon  was  ordered  to  attend  the  Com- 
mittee. 

The  House  then  resolved  itself  into  a  Committee  of  the  whole 
House,  Mk.  Warton  in  the  chair. 

The  Chairman  informed  the  Committee  he  had  received  a 
letter  from  General  Clavering  (a  general  laugh),  expressing  his  de- 
sire to  b^  admitted   to    their   ba;,  for  the  purpose  of  explaining' 
some  inconsistencies  in  his  former  testimony. 

A  desire  having  been  expressed  from  different  parts  of  the  House 
to  have  the  letter  read,  it  was  objected  to  by  Mr.  Perceval,  who 
said  it  was  in  the  power   of  any  member  to  call  him  to  the  bar 
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and  examine  him,  which  would  be  more  regular  than  mal^ino-  hij 
letter  evidence. 

Mr.  Johnston  was  then  desired  to  be  called  in. 

Mr.  Whitbreau  begged,  that  before  they  proceeded  to  the 
examination  of  this  witness,  who,  he  understood  was  from  the 
Post  Office,  and  brought  to  give  testimony  concerning  the  hand-*, 
writing  of  the  note,  attributed  to  the  Duke  of  York,  he  midit  be 
permitted  to  say  a  few  words  for  the  consideration  of  the  Com- 
mittee. It  was  an  established  principle,  that  they  ought,  in  every 
instance,  have  the  best  possible  evidence  the  nature  of  the  case 
w'ould  admit  of,  but  liere  they  were  about  to  examine  a  witness^ 
who  was  wholly  ignorant  of  the  hand-wniting  of  the  Dukoof  York. 
Although  he  was  willing  to  go  the  greatest  lengths  in  the  admis- 
sion of  evidence,  yet  here  it  was  quite  extraordinary  to  apply  to 
inferior,  where  they  had  already  the  best  evidence  on  the  subject. 
He  had  been  told  that  such  a  course  of  proceeding  had  been  taken 
in  capital  cases,  but  he  knew  also  that  this  course  had  been  over«. 
ruled.  Such  testimony  was  always  given  with  a  degree  of  doubt, 
because  it  could  be  nothing  else  than  mere  opinion^  he  therefore 
would  have  the  House  consider  well  before  they  called  the  witness 
in.  However  indulgence  w^as  due  to  the  Duke  of  York,  yet  he 
"Would  ask  whether  it  would  be  allow^ed  to  others  if  it  were  their 
case.  One  or  two  irregularities  had  occurred  already,  which  un- 
less extreme  delicacy  were  suffered  to  interfere  ought  in  his  opi- 
nion to  have  been  stopped  at  the  time.  In  one  insUmce  Colonel 
Gordon  had  been  suffered  to  pull  out  of  his  pocket  a  parcel  of 
letters,  for  the  purpose  of  comparing  them  with  the  note  in  ques- 
tion. On  the  other  hand,  forty  or  fifty  letters  had  been  put  into 
the  hands  of  Mrs.  Clarke,  to  say  whether  they  were  her  hand- 
writing, and  she  was  not  suffered  to  see  the  contents  of  them. 
Now  when  those  had  come  out  of  the  possession  of  Capt.  Sandon^i 
was  It  but  fair  and  reasonable  that  before  she  took  them  on  herself 
she  should  be  allowed  to  inspect  them,  if  it  were  only  for  the  pur- 
pose of  ascertaining  whether  any  additions  or  alterations  had  been 
inade  in  the  body  of  them  ?  Passing  over,  therefore,  these  two 
improprieties,  they  were  going  to  adopt  a  third  still  more  glaring, 
they  were  going  into  evidence  that  was  not  in  itself  admissible/ 
and  which,  if  admitted,  would  weigh  nothing  in  their  decision. 
For  these  reasons,  if  the  question  should  be  put  upon  it,  he 
should  certainly  vote  against  it. 

Mr.Pp:rgeval  explained  the  course  of  proceeding  to  the  Com- 
'niittee.  On  the  preceding  night,  after  the  House  had  resumed,, 
and  but  very  few  members  had  rem>ained,  an  hon.  member,  not 
now  present,  had  compared  the  note  in  question  with  the  two  let- 
ters admitted  to  be  of  the  Duke's  hand-writing,  and  he  had  been 
struck  with  what  appeared  to  him  a  differencein  the  formation  of 
certain  letters  in  the  note,  w  hich  gave  it  the  appearance  in  his  mind 
of  an  imitation,  and  not  an  original.  These  suspicions  he  had 
communicated  to.  others,  and  they  seemed  to  them  to  have  great 
%eight ;  and  it  was  thought  advisable  to  follow  the  matter  up.' 
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All  the  members  could  not  inspect  and  compare  them,  and  so  it 
was  thoui2:ht  advisable  to  call  in  others  who  should  examine  and 
give  their  opinion  on  them.  It'  this  were  a  case  of  a  trial  before  a 
jury  of  twelve  men,  they  could  have  individually  inspected  them, 
and  formed  their  opinion  for  themselves;  but  that  was  impossible 
to  be  done  here.  With  respect  to  the  legality  to  this  mode  of 
proceeding,  it  had  certainly  been  admitted  at  a  trial  at  bar;  and 
though  it  had  been  overruled  aftewards,  that  was,  in  the  opinion 
of  a  single  judge,  which,  however  respectable,  might  not  be  sup- 
posed  to  outweigh  that  ot  four  judges.  Where  doubts,  therefore, 
were  found  to  exist,  it  had  been  thought  advisable  to  make  use 
of  this  mode,  in  the  present  instance,  a-nd  accordingly  witnesses 
were  procured  to  inspect  the  papers.  With  respect  to  the  obser- 
vations of  the  hon.  gentleman,  he  certainly  thought  it  hard  that 
irregularities iiad  been  admitted;  tliey  had  not  been  observed  whea 
they  occurred  ;  if  the  objection  had  been  taken  at  the  time.  Col. 
Gordon  would  have  put  his  papers  up  again  in  his  pocket,  and 
then  he  would  have  given  the  best  testimony  in  his  power.  The 
next  observations  is  respecting  the  preventing  Mrs.  Clarke  from 
reading  her  letters^  seemed  to  be  applied  to  him;  but  it  would  be 
observed  in  the  one  case,  it  was  that  of  a  stranger  called  to  speak 
to  the  hand-writing  of  another  in  the  letter.  It  was  Mrs.  Clarke 
merely  asked  as  to  her  own  hand-writing  ;  and  this  was  the  con- 
stant practice  in  the  courts  of  law,  where  witnesses  were  nevef 
suffered  to  peruse  the  contents  of  papers  they  were  called  to  verify, 
and  therefore  there  had  not  been  any  irregularit}^  in  tliis  mode  of 
proceeding.  If,  indeed,  any  parts  of  these  letters  should  appear 
doubtful,  and  any  observation  be  made  upon  them,  it  would  be 
but  right  she  should  have  an  opportunity  of  seeing  them,  for  the 
purpose  of  admitting  or  denying,  before  they  were  taken  as  fact; 
and  as  to  the  nature  or  effect  of  the  evidence  to  be  offered  at  their 
bar;  he  professed  himself,  in  consequence  of  the  wise  and  rigorous 
caution  of  the  Speaker,  as  wholly  ignorant  as  any  member  of  that 
House.  He  had  given  directions  that  they  should  be  examined 
separately,  and  had  likewise  cautioned  them  against  divulging 
the  effects  of  their  inspection,  until  they  should  come  to  give 
their  evidence  at  the  bar  of  that  House,-  a  caution  he  hoped  and 
trusted  they  had  inviolably  observed. 

Mr.  Whiter e ad,  in  explanation,  declared  he  did  not  in  the 
least  allude  to  the  hon.  gentleman  in  what  he  had  said,  neither 
did  he  mean  to  cast  the  slightest  imputation  on  Colonel  Gordon, 
but  merely  used  that  instance  as  an  argument  against  their 
grounding  their  opinions  merely  ofi  reputation;  and  he  trusted, 
if  the  evidence  were  suffered  to  be  given,  that  no  one  would  vote 
on  that  ground,  without  first  looking  at  the  papers,  and  judging^ 
for  themselves. 

Lord  FoLKSTONEoffered  some  observations  on  the  mode  at- 
tempted to  be  pursued  in  offering  this  evidence.  The  known  prin- 
ciple was,  to  resort  to  the  best  testimony  in  their  power  ;  and  on 
this  subject  they  had  received  the  most  positive  testimony.  (From 
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tchom  f  was  called  from  the  other  side  of  the  House.)  From  ^Ir«* 
CJaike  ;  and  he  had  no  doubt  but  when  they  caiiie  to  consider  her 
evidence,  they  vvonld  see  no  reason  to  doubt,  as  it  would  be 
found  clear  and  correct.  (Hear!  hear!)  There  were  likewise 
four  more  witnesses  who  had  spoken  as  to  their  belief  O^o-'  "O-O 
he  therefore  submitted,  that  when  they  had  such  evidence,  they 
ought  not  to  resort  to  such  as  was  now  offered.  Against  this,  hi? 
lordship  likewise  stated  the  report  of  a  case  of  libel,  Jackson  v, 
Cator,  tried  nl  Maidstone,  in  which  Mr.  Garrow,  as  counsel  for  the 
prosecutor,  had  offered  the  same  evidence  as  that  now  tendered, 
but  which  was  resisted  by  Lord  Ellenborouch,  then  attorney* 
general,  v.ho  was  counsel  for  the  defendant.  In  his  argument  on 
that  occasion,  noticing  the  case  of  Rivett  and  Graham,  which 
had  been  a  decision  in  favour  of  the  evidence,  he  shewed  that  it 
had  been  overlurned  by  tlie  subsequent  case  of  Pitt  and 
Carey,  in  which  Lord  Kenyon  had  rejected  it ;  and  at  the  same 
time  declared,  though  he  had  admitted  the  evidence  on  the  for- 
mer case,  he  had  not  noticed  it  in  his  address  to  the  jury.  Upon, 
this  agreement  Baron  Hotham  had,  after  uKiture  deliberation, 
given  it  as  his  opinion,  that  the  evidence  ought  to  be  rejected. 
This  his  lordship  offered  as  the  evidence  produced  in  a  legal  point 
of  view.  But  there  was  another  point  in  the  case  of  Jackson  and 
Cator,  which  the  House  must  take  from  him  merely  in  the  shape 
©f  statement,  as  he  had  onl}'  received  his  information  this  day, 
though,  from  the  respectability  of  the  quarter  from  which  he  had 
it,  INJr.  Parke,  it  might  be  relied  on;  and  it  was  this:  It  having 
been  discovered  that  the  prosecutor  had  brought  down  a  number 
of  clerks  to  prove  the  libellous  paper,  by  the  similarity  of  hand- 
writing between  that  and  other  papers  of  the  hand-writing  of  the 
defendant;  the  latter  had  also  subpoenaed  a  number  of  respect- 
able witnesses,  to  negative  the  libellous  paper  as  his,  from  the  same 
source  of  information,  namely,  the  similarity  of  hands  ;  but  this 
became  unnecessary,  by  the  rejection  of  such  testimony  in  the 
first  instance.  This,  therefore,  he  hoped  would  make  them  wei-gh 
well  before  they  admitted  the  evidence  now  offered. 

Mr.Bekesford  supported  the  sort  of  evidence  proposed  to  be 
adduced,  as,  even  according  to  the  arguments  of  the  hon.  gentle- 
man opposite,  there  was  no  saying  but  what  it  might  bear  as  much 
one  way  as  another. 

Mr.  W.  Smith  said,  that  wlien  the  hon.  gentleman  who  had 
just  spoken,  had  pointed  out  to  him  a  very  material  difference  in 
the  hand-writings  of  these  two  letters,  which  appeared  to  be  by 
the  Duke  of  York,  he  (Mr.  Smith)  undoubtedly  expressed  a  con- 
currence in  that  opinion,  as  to  there  being  a  very  material  dif- 
ference. When  this  mode  of  examination  was  decided  upon,  he 
certainly  knew  there  were  many  inconveniences  likely  to  arise, 
being  convinced  thata  Committee  to  investis^ate  the  matter  would 
have  been  the  most  advantageous  proceeding.  Since,  however, 
a  different  line  had  been  adopted,  he  could  not  help  thinking  that 
, nothing  coukl  be  more  improper  or  objectionable,  than  the  laying 
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down  one  rule  of  pi-oceedlng  in  a  case  of  tins  kind,  where  tUft 
Duke  of  York  was  the  person  accused  :  and  another  in  that  where 
the  conduct  of  a  person   of  inferior  rank  was  to  he  inquired  into^ 
These  cases  ought,  in   every  point  of  view,  to  he  the  same.     If 
the  Duke  of  York  were  not  to  he  treated  as  any  other  subjectj  he 
thought  it  \vas  a  great  argument  for  not  putting  his  Royal  High- 
ness in  the  high  situ.ation  he  now  held,  and,  in  short,  no  one  of 
the  RoyalFamily  ought  to  hold  any  public  situation  whatever.  He 
thought,  that  if  the  House  were  to  carry  on  any  thing  of  a  judicial 
proceeding  at  all,  they  ought  to   have   a  right  to  examine  upon 
oath  as  much  as  the  other  House  of  Parliament  had,  and  he  hoped 
to  see  the  time  when  that  would  be  the  case.     He  believed  it  was 
a  privilege  which  crept  into  the  other  House,  merely  because  thej 
were  sometimes  sitting  in  a  civil  or  judicial  capacity,  and  he  saw 
no  reason  why  that  same  privilege  should  not  be  extended  to  the 
House  of  Commons.     Upon  the  present  occasion  they  had,  by  tlie 
best  means  in  their  power,  endeavoured   to  obtain  the  trutli,  by 
calUng  witnesses  acquainted  with  the  Duke  of  York's  hand-writ- 
ing, and  if  they  called  others,  he  thought  it  would   be  merely  a 
matter  of  opinion,  and  that  the  members  must  still  all  decide  for 
themselves,  in  order  to   ascertain  whether   the  note  in  question 
was  or  was  not  of  the  Duke   of  York's  hand-writing.     There  ap- 
peared-to  him  to  be  a  great  mistake  or  confusion  in  the  general 
reasoning  upon  this  subject;  but  there  were  so  many  gentlemen 
learned  in  the  law  in  that  House,  competent  to  decide  that  point, 
that  he  should  not  say  much  upon  the  subject,  but  it  struck  him 
that  the  first  question  put  to  witnesses,  under  such  circumstances, 
in  courts  of  justice,  is,  ^'  Have  you  seen  the  person  writer"  and 
the  person  answering  that  he  has,  is  supposed  to  be  a  more  com- 
petent judge  than  if  he  had  not;  for  it  must  come  to  be  a  mere 
comparison  of  writing.     Now  what  convinced  him  of  the  fallacy 
of  such  a  mode  of  proof,  was,  that  an  lion,  gentleman  was  called 
upon  last  week  to  give  his  opinion  as  to  Sir  Horace  Mann's  hand- 
writing, and,  on   being  shewn  two   papers,  that  gentleman   was 
convinced  that  one  letter  was  of  his   hand-writing  and  the  other 
was  not.     He  (Mr.  Smith)  liad  the  curio^fity  to  look  at  these  two 
papers  afterwards,  having  been  told  by  the  hon.  gentleman  him- 
self that  one  only  of  these  letters  was  of  th^  hon.  baronet's  hand- 
writing: yet  he  should  liave  said,  upon  iiis  oath,  that  the  second 
letter  was  so  likewise,  the  only  difference  apparently  being  caused 
by  its  having  been  written  with  a  different  pen,  or,  in  other  words, 
the  one  better  and   the  other  worse.     The  degree  of  hesitation 
which  the  persons  called  to  the  bar  upon  this  point  evinced,  did, 
in  his  opinion,  do  them  more  honour,  than   ii"  they  had  stated  it 
positively  to  be  the  hand- writing  of  the  Duke  of  York,  v.hen  they 
had   only  two   short    lines   to  judge   from.     Vahat  quantum  was 
merely  all  that  could  be  said  about  it,  and  he  did  not  know  vvliy 
they  were  to  be  bound  up  by  any  strict  rules  of  evidence,  when 
they  were  allowed  to  do  many   things  in   tliat  House,  wliich  were 
not  done  elsewhere.     In  the   present  case   opinions  had  been  al- 
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ready  given,  which  were  thought  to  bp  the  best,  and  they  were' 
willing  to  take  some  means  ot"  adding  more  or  less  to  their  own 
opinions,  so  as  to  enable  th^m  the  better  to  decide  than  probably 
they  otherwise  could  do.  If  the  House/»vere  to  direct  themselves 
by  their  own  proceedings,  he  could  see  no  reason  why  other  wit- 
nesses should  not  be  allowed  to  form  a  judgment  by  comparisonj 
as  Col.  Gordon  had  done.  It  would  be  a  technical  reason ;  for 
such  a  mode  of  procedure  did  not  appear  fo  be  an  irregularity^  in 
substance,  however  much  in  form-  As  to  Mrs.  Clarke's  not  being 
allowed  to  read  over  the  letters  which  were  stiewn  her,  to  prove 
the- hand  writing,  and  which  was  said  to  be  improper  at  the  time; 
he  could  see  no  impropriety  in  it,  as  a  person  looking  over  a  writ- 
ing might  see  many  things  which  it  was  impossible  they  could 
have  said  or  written.  In  short  they  might  see  sufficient  cause  to 
think  it  was  not  the  hand-writing  of  the  person  they  might  other- 
wise suppose  it. 

Mr.  Bragge  Bathurst  agreed  with  the  last  speaker,  as  to 
the  propriety  of  examining  the  witnesses  proposed  to  be  brought 
forward  to  give  a  judgment  upon  the  comparison  of  hand  -writings. 
He  never  heard  it  objected  to  in  any  courts  of  law ;  and,  indeed, 
he  thought  it  was  the  common  practice,  but  he  had  to  regret  that 
the  proceedings  of  this  Committee  had,  in  many  cases,  exceeded 
the  hounds  of  legal  evidence.  The  present  case  was  not  like  any 
of  those  that  had  been  cited  as  having  occurred  in  courts  of  law. 
It  had  been  said^  that  Mrs.  Clarke,  (of  whose  evidence  he  should 
for  the  present  forbear  giving  any  opinion)  and  the  other  wit- 
nesses called  as  to  this  writing,  had  all  of  them  proved  it  to  be 
that  of  his  Royal  Highness  ;  but  he  conceived  that  the  only  legal 
question  which  existed  in  the  case,  viz.  "  Do  you  believe  that  to 
be  his  Ro^'al  Highness's  hand-writing,"  had  been  put  to  none  of 
them,  except  General  Brownrigg.  He  apprehended  it  should 
certainly  have  been  put  to  all  of  them,  but  it  was,  perhaps,  their 
confidential  situations  that  precluded  such  a  question.  An  hon. 
^gentleman  examined  on  that  point  had  said  there  was  a  shade  of 
difference  which  led  him  to  disbelieve  that  the  note  was  written  by 
the  same  hand  as  the  two  letters.  It  then  could  not  be  argued 
but  that  it  was  a  question  which  remained  doubtful,  and  there- 
fore thev  ouo;ht  certainly  to  take  that  evidence  which  would  lead 
them  to  form  an  opinion,  although  it  were  merely  conjectural. 

Mr.  Brand  expressed  hnnself  astonished  at  many  of  the  ob- 
jections which  had  been  taken  to  this  evidence,  as  he  differed 
from  most  of  them.  It  was  true,  that  it  was  now  ruled  in  courts 
of  law,  that  that  sort  of  evidence  was  not  generally  to  be  admitted;^ 
but  in  such  a  case  of  evidence  he  thought  it  would  be  competent 
even  in  those  courts.  He  could  not  help  admitting,  that  a  com- 
parison of  hand-writing,  by  persons  accustomed  to  make  sucli 
comparisons,  might  enable  the  House  to  form  a  more  correct 
judgment  than  it  otherwise  could  do,  and  upon  these  grounds  he 
should  vote  for  this  witness  being  examiwed. 

Sir  Samuel  Romilly  said,  that  certainly  the  House  were  not 
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l)ouiid  by  the  rales  of  evidence  in  courts  of  law,  for  lliey  were  not 
only  to  establish  tacts,  but  they  vvere  to  set  the  opinions  of  others. 
It  was  extremely  difficult,  however,  to  conceive  how  that  evidence 
Was  to  bear  upon  the  point  in  question.  It  was  a  point  df  law,  as 
well  established  as  any  in  Westmiiistcr  Hall,  not  only  that  suoh 
evidence  was  not  admissible,  but  that  it  would  be  most  dangerous 
were  it  otherwise.  The  decision  in  the  case  of  Rivett  i\  Graharri. 
caused  great  alarm  in  the  profession;  but  it  turned  out  that  the 
trial  at  bar,  which  was  thought  to  have  settled  the  cause,  was  re- 
versed by  the  judge  at  Nm  Priiis;  and  it  could  hardly  be  con- 
ceived, that  that  would  have  been  the  case,  had  tile  learned  judge 
not  been  convinced  tluit  the  law  was  already  established  upon  tliat 
point.  There  was  nothing  so  important  to  determine,  a?  that 
of  hand-writing;  he  understood  the  witnesses  now  to  be  called 
were  to  be  exfunined  as  to  whether  or  not  these  three  letters,  on  a 
comparison  with  each  other,  were  written  by  one  and  ihe  same 
person?  Could  any  man  pretend  to  say  that  a  person  looking  at 
a  piece  of  writingjl  without  having  seen  the  individual  previously 
write,  was  capable  of  judging  of  his  hand-vv^riting?  It  was  well 
known,  that  hand-writing  assumed  different  appearances  on  dif- 
ferent occasions,  from  varioHs  circumstances,  and,  amongst  others, 
by  its  being  written  with  a  good  or  bad  pen.  if  a  comparison 
ofhand-writings  were  proper,  why  had  they  not  had  recourse  to 
it  at  the  first,  and  not  at  the  last.  Upon  the  whole,  he  could  not 
think  that  it  was  either  proper  or  necessary  to  admit  the  evidence 
of  person*  comparing  this  scrap  of  paper  with  other  writings,  so 
as  to  establish  this  important  fact  against  his  Royal  Higiiness^ 
that  the  note  was  of  his  hand-wriiing. 

Mr.  BeresI'ORD,  in  explanation,  said,  that  all  he  had  pro- 
posed was,  that  the  three  pieces  of  paper  should  be  put  befor(^ 
the  witnesses,  so  as  to  ascertain  what  each  of  them  thought  on 
the  subject. 

The  Attprnry-General, argued  in  support  of  this  evidence. 
He  said,  that  the  case  alluded  to,  by  the  learned  gentleman  on 
the  opposite  side,  was  not  perfectly  in  point,  for  the  opinion 
which  Lord  EUenborough  gave  upon  the  trial  at  Maidstone  could 
not  be  urged  as  his  sound'opinion,  as  be  was  acting  as  advocate 
for  one  of  the  parties,  in  a  manner  which  he  deemed  most  bene- 
ficial for  his  client.  That,  opinion,  therefore,  given  under  such 
circumstances,  could  not  be  taken  as  an  authority,  delivered  from 
the  bench.  He  begged  leave  to  observe  to  an  hon.  gentlenuan  op- 
posite, that  the  first  question  put  to  a  witness  on  such  occasions, 
was  not,  whether  he  had  ever  seen  the  person  writer  but  it  was, 
whether  he  had  been  in  the  habits  of  conespondeupe  with  tlie 
party  r  for  that  shewed  he  must  have  frequently  seen  the  hand- 
writing he  was  called  on  to  prove.  The  question  before  the  Com- 
mittee was,  whether  they  should  receive  any  assistance  in  form- 
in<r  their  opinion,  as  to  tlie  genuineness  of  this  letter,  by  the 
evidence  oHered  r  and  a;=  tliey  had  in  many  instances  already  de- 
parted f.om  the   strict   rules  of  legal  evidence,  he  sav/ no  reason 
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uhy  ihey  should  not  assist  themselves  in  making  up  their  minds 
by  every  means  in  their  power,  if  so,  was  it  not  proper  to  have 
the  testimony  of  persons  whose  business  had  been  to  compare 
writings  and  detect  forgeries?  Such  persons  were  surely  more 
competent  to  form  a  correct  judgment  upon  such  matters,  than 
they  themselves  were,  and  upon  that  ground  he  should  be  inclined 
to  hear  them  examined  at  the  bar. 

Lord  Folkstone  stated  to  the  Committee,  tlwit  he  had  just 
then  learned  that  Mrs.  Clarke  was  indisposed,  and  could  not 
attend  ;  he  should  therefore  propose  calling  as  a  witness  to  this 
iiict. 


(Thomas  Metcalfe,  m.  d.  vjos  called 
in,  andcxiwilncdhy  Mr.  Perceval.) 

Q.  You  are  a  physician  ?     - 

A.  1  am 

Q.  Are  you  Mrs.  Clarke's  medical 
attendant  ? 

A.  I  am. 

Q.  Have  yoi>  seen  Mr?.  Clarke  in 
tho  course  of  this  day  ?     A.  Yes. 

Q,  Is  hfn-  state  of  health  such  -as  to 
prevent  her  alLendingto  give  evidence 
to-day  ' 

A.  I  ti'ink  totally  so. 

Q,  Coii  you  form  any  opinion  when 
Mrs.  Clarke's  health  will  permit  her 
to  attend  r 

A.  1  should  tiiink  in  the  course  of 
two  days. 

STht  i^itness  l-cxis  directed  to  ziith- 

[It  \*-as  mo\>:  I  aruj  seconded,  that 
the  evuTeiiCt'  to  band-wriling  about  to 
be  produced,  be  not  received  ;  which 
being  put,  passed  in  the  negative, 
without  a  division.'*' 

[Mft.  SAMrFL.?onvsoy  zi-as  then  called 
p-n,  afi'i  ciarnincd  b>j  Mr.  Prceval.] 

Q.   What  i-ie  you  < 

A.  I:»spector  of  francs  at  the  Gcne- 
raU'ost-UtTice. 

Q.  Ifo.v  long  have  you  been  in 
that  situation  ? 

A.  \  have  been  in  the  oftif-e  about 
thirteen  year=;,  or  rather  nwre  ;  in  tbat 
situation  about  six  years;  I  think  it 
^ras  in' 1802  I  was  appointed  to  the 
fra  nk«!. 

Q.  in  that  situutioH,  is  it  your  p:ir- 


ticular  duty  io  look  at  hand-writin;^, 
and  observe  its  dil'ferent  variation  ? 

A.  It  is  our  duty  to  perceive  that 
no  franks  pass  either  from  the  House 
of  Peers  or  the  House  of  Coiunions, 
but  franks  by  the  Peers  or  the  Mein« 
bers  themselves. 

Q.  In  tJie  course  of  that  duty,  it  is 
necessary  for  you  to  be  very  pnrticn- 
lar  in  your  examination  of  hand-writ- 
ing > 

A.  As  much  so  a?  our  time  will 
permit. 

\The  fzvo  letters  and  the  note  hi^ing 
sheun  to  the  nitnes.s.] 

Q.  You  have  seen  these  papers  be- 
fore, in  the  room  of  the  House  of 
Commons  ? 

A,  I  have. 

Q.  The  paper  to  wiiich  I  wish  to 
direct  your  attention,  is  the  small  pa- 
per; in  your  opinion,  is  that  smaller 
paper  the  same  hand-writing  as  thti 
larger  papers  r 

A.  It  resembles  it  so  nearly,  that  I 
should  thinjk  it  vvas. 

Q.  In  point  of  f:'.ct  have  you  occa- 
sion;illy,  from  inspection  only,  de- 
tected false  or  feigned  signatures. 

A.  Yes. 

[The  ziifness  zvas  directed  to  v.ith' 

(xMr.  TloBERT  Searles  ivd'?  Called  in, 
and  interrogated  by  Mr,  Perceval.) 

(^.  Wiiat  are  you  > 

A.   A  deputy  inspector  of  franks, 

(^.  liow   louij   have  you    be^n   fii 

thai  situation  : 


A.  About  eightrcn  months. 


the 
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\T^€  trio  h'tfcrs  and  the  note  zie re 
iheiLH  to  the  'i::itiLant.'] 

Q.  Yon  haw:  seen  these  papers  be- 
fore ?     A.  I  have. 

Q.  Look  at  them,  and  tell  me  whe- 
ther you  think  they  are  all  the  same 
hand-wrilinjT  ? 

A.  I  think  thev  are. 

[The  zvitaess  i^uis  directed   to  iviih- 
drazv.'} 

(Mr.  Thomak    Nesbttt   nas   called 
in,  and  examined   b^   Mr.  Berks- 

FORD.) 

Q.  What  is  your  employment  ? 

A.  .1  am  in  the  service  of  the 
Bank. 

Q  In  what  department  of  the  Bank 
are  you  ? 

A.  Principal  of  the  Letter  of  At- 
torney Office. 

Q.  In  that  otTice  are  you  in  the 
■iiahit  of  examining  hand- writings, 
that  are  suspected  to  h^  forgeries  ? 

A.   Yes,  constantly  so. 

Q.  How  long  have  you  been  in  that 
employment  ? 

A.  Between  thirty  and  forty  years, 
inthe  daily  habit. 


Q.  Are  y9u  in  the  liahit  of^xamin* 
ing  writings  that  you  so  suspect,  bv 
comparing  them  wit!)  other  writings, 
acknowledged  to  be  thy  lianJ  of  the 
same  party  ? 

A.   Certainly. 

Q.  In  making  such  comparison, 
what  is  your  usual  habit  of  doing  it? 

A.  A  signature  to  a  letter  of  attor- 
ney for  sale  is  left  at  the  Bank  for  mr 
to  examine,  and  if  to  any  other  letter 
of  attorney  the  proprietor  has  put  Ids 
name,  or  has  accepted  the  stock,  thi^ 
Jetter  of  attorney  incpiestion  woyld  be 
examined  by  those  signatures. 

Q.  In  so  doing,  are  you  in  the  ha- 
bit of  observing  the  turn  of  the  ditier- 
cnt  hand's  in  writing  the  names,  to  see 
whether  the  party  writing  turned  his 
hand  the  same  way  ? 

A.  Certainly. 

V 

{The  two  letters  and  the  note  lucre 
sheivn  to  the  witneas.'} 

Q.  Have  you  seea  these  papers  be- 
fore ? 

A.  T  have. 

Q.  Do  you  see  any  difference  in 
the  turn  of  the  hand  in  the  letters  and 
the  note,  upon  close  inspection  ? 


Before  the  v^Itness  had  given  an  answer  to  this  question,  he  was 
ordered  to  vvithdraw,  on  the  suggestion  of  Mr.  Bathurst,  who  ob- 
jected to  its  being  put  in  that  mode. 

Mil.  Perceval  said,  he  could  see  no  objection  to  this  sort  of 
proceeding,  as  it  went  to  point  out  what  appeared  to  be  a  different 
turn  in  the  writing,  and  his  hon.  friend  having  previously  formed 
an  opinion  as  to  tliere  being  a  perceptible  <lifference  in  these 
docutnents,  ije,  thought  he  was  the  best  able  to  put  these  imerroga- 
tories. 

Mr.Cathurst  answered,  that  it  might  be  extremely  true,  but 
he  still  objected  to  it,  as  it  had  not  been  the  course  adopted  to- 
wards the  former  witnesses.  He  thought  the  question  put  oo 
such  an  occasion  ought  to  be  a  general  one,  for  in  all  hand- 
nvritings  there  might  be-different  turnings.  The  hon.  gentleman 
who  had  put  the  question  had  formed  an  opinion  of  his  own,  and 
he  now  called  upon  the  witness  to  say  whether  that  was  a  true 
opinion  or  not.  Tliat  surely  was  not  a  leading  question,  and 
therefore  it  was  not  competent  to  put  it  now,  however  proper  it 
might  be  afterwards. 

Mk.  Elliot  thought  it  w^s  of  importance  that  the  proceedr 
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inps  should  be  consistent :  but  bow  couia  that  be  said  of  tbem, 
when  the  House  had  actually  rejected  a  witness  at  the  bar,  be- 
cause he  could  only  speak  as  to  signatures?  If  he  mistook  not, 
this  witness  could  only  speak  to  signatures. 

Mk.  PiLKCEVAL  still  persisted  in  the  question  being  unobjec- 
tionable. .     1      . 

Mr.  Ellison  thought  it  was  ot  particular  importance  that  the 
witnesses  should  not  be  led  upon  such  a  point  as  this,  but  that  the 
House  should  have  their  unbiassed  judgment  formed  upon  their 
professional  knowledge, 

Mr.  Beresforp  stated,  that  he  had  been  many  years  m  the 
habit  of  comparing  writings,  and  circumstances  having  occurred 
that  made  him  draw  a  diffei^nt  opinion  from  the  former  witnesses, 
and  the  reasons  he  t^ave  far  that  opinion  having  struck  others  as 
forcibly  as  himself, "he  could  not  help  thinking  this  mode  of 
interrogatory  was  most  proper.     He  had  no  object  but  to  come  a,l 

the  truth.  ,      r  •      • 

xMk.Wilberforce  thought  that  the  bestmode  of  exammatioii 

would  be  to  allow  the  witnesses  tp  compare  the  papers  and  state 
the  result,  instead  of  having  their  opinion  intercepted,  and  at- 
tempts made  to  shake  it.  Such  questions  as  these  would  properly 
come  after  the  leading  questions  were  answered  ;  and  as  the  ques- 
tion was  not  put  to  the  former  witnesses,  ii  was  exceedingly  de- 
sirable that  they  shoul^  ^ollow  an  uniform  line  of  conduct,  rather 
than  attempt  to  fritter  away  the  opinion  of  witnesses. 

It  was  then  agreed  the  question  sl^ould  be  expunged^  and  the 
witness  recalled. 


(The  ivitness  tvas  again  called  in,  on 
ivliich  Mr.  Beresford  resumed  his 
examination.) 

Q.  State  whether  yon  think  thes3 
several  papers  were  all  written  by  the 
Same  person,  looking  both  at  the  di- 
rections and  the  inside  of  the  letters  ? 

A.  I  have  looked  very  attentiv>ely 
at  tlie  note  particularly,  and  compar- 
ed it  wiih  these  two  letters,  and  after 
a  great  deal  of  attention  and  care  in 
looking  at  almost  every  letter  in  the 
note,  I  am  of  opinion  that  it  was  not 
-written  by  the  same  hand. 

Q.  On  what  circumstances  in  that 
note  do  yon  ground  yom-  opinion  ? 

A.  Becatise  I  perceire  a  neatness 
through  almost  every  letter  of  the 
note,  which  is  not,  1  think,  to  be 
found  in  the  letters;  and  the  whole  of 
the  writing  in  the  note  appears  to  me 
,  to  be  of  a  smaller  character  than  the 


letters  in  general  are  ;  I  think  I  jkt 
ceive  a  stitTness  in  several  of  the  let- 
ters in  the  note,  which  I  do  not  per- 
ceive in  the  two  letters  dated  Sandgate 
and  We V mouth. 

Q.  Have  you  any  further  obseria- 
tiontoniake? 

A.  I  will  just  add,  that  in  the  two 
letters  dated  Sandgate  and  VVey 
mouth,  there  appears  to  me  to  be  a 
general  freedom  1  do  not  perceive  ir, 
the  Jioie. 

{By  Lord  Folkstone.) 

Q.  Yon  state,  that  you  perceive  ii 
the  formation  of  the  letter?  of  the  not( 
a  neatn'.'S!^  of  character  which  you  d( 
not  pt^rceive  in  the  letters  ;  do  yoi 
not  conceive  that  difference  may  aris( 
from  the  dilference  of  the  pens  aiu 
ink  used  in  the  writing  ? 

A.  That  circumstance  has  notes' 
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oaped  my  mind,  but  after  looking  at 
that  also,  I  am  still  of  opinion  that  it 
was  not  the  same  writing. 

Q.  You  stated,  that  you  are  prin- 
cipal inspector  of  the  Letter  of  Attor- 
ney Office;  in  examining  letters  of 
attorney  in  that  office,  is  it  not  your 
principal  business  to  look  at  the  sig- 
nature ?    A.  It  is. 

Q.  Is  that  your  only  business  ? 

A.  No,  surely  not ;  that  is  the  prin- 
cipal business. 

Q.  What  other  part  of  the  hand- 
writing are  you  accustomed  to  exa- 
mine, besides  the  signature  ? 

A.  It  is  necessary  for  me  to  read 
over  the  whole  of  the  letter  of  attor- 
ney, to  sec  that  it  is  correct  in  all  its 
parts,  and  when  so  done,  to  compare 
the  signature  with  any  former  signa- 
ture, and  if  it  agrees,  of  course  it  is 
admitted  ;  if  it  does  not  agree,  we 
have  other  modes  of  proof,  such  as 
looking  at  other  signatures,  comparing 
the  hand -writing  of  the  witnesses,  and 
^til!  other  proofs. 

Q.  Is  it  expected  that  the  hand- 
writini]^  in  ilie  bodv  of  the  letter  of  at- 
torney  should  be  written  by  the  person 
who  Bigns  his  name  at  the  bottom  ? 
f  A.  The  letters  of  attorney  are  al- 
most Hniversally  tilled  up  by  the 
clerks  in  the  office  over  which  I  pre- 
side ;  the  body  of  the  lettej;  of  attorney 
is  uniformly  filled  up  by  them. 

<^.  I'hen  is  not  the  comparison  of 
writings  to  which  alone  your  atten- 
tion is  directed,  altogether  a  compa- 
rison of  signatures  ?     A.  It  is. 

{By  Mr.  Charles  Adams.) 

Q.  Have  you,  in  looking  over  the 
note,  observed  that  there  are  no  dots 
to  the  i's  in  that  note  ?  A.  I  liave  not. 

Q.  Have  you  observed  whether 
there  are  any  dots  to  the  i's  in  the  two 
letters  ? 

A.  I  think  1  have  observed  dots  in 
some  parts  of  the  letters. 


Q.  Look  over  the  letters  again  with 
a  view  to  tliat  circumstance. 

\The  witness  looked  over  the  letters.'] 

A.  I  do  not  observe  several,  but  I 
do  tind,  in  die  hrst  letter  1  have  look- 
ed into,  one  ;  that  is  the  letter  dated 
from  Weymouth. 

Q.   Have  you  observed  but  one  i, 
in  these  two  letters,  with  the  dotover 
it.> 
'  A.  I  have  not  observed  more  ? 

Q.  Having  adverted  to  thatcircum- 
stance,  do  you  remain  of  thesanieop- 
nion  with  regard  to  the  hand-writing? 

A.  I  do  not  think  that  s'lould  change 
my  opinion,  because  1  think  that  the 
ensemble  oi  the  note  appears  to  me 
altogether  a  different  kind  of  hand. 

Q.  You  have  stated  to  the  Coub- 
mittee,  that  you  looked  over  these 
letters  and  the  note  with  great  atten- 
tion ;  how  did  it  happen  that  so  re- 
markable a  circumstance  as  that  es- 
caped your  attention  ? 

A«  I  do  not  at  all  svonder  that  such 
a  circun. stance  as  that  should  escape 
my  attention,  it  is  the  iirst  time  I 
have  ever  been  called  upon  in  this 
House,  however,  and  surrounded  as 
I  was  by  gentlemen  on  every  side  at 
the  time  I  was  examining  into  the 
letters,  as  far  as  my  time  and  atten- 
tion would  allow,  I  do  not  woiuler 
that  that  circumstance  escaped  my 
attention. 

Q.  How  long  a  time  were  these  let- 
ters under  your  inspection  in  the  Com- 
niittee-rooni  above  stairs  ? 

A.  I  think  about  an  hour ;  but  in 
the  course  of  that  time,  I  had  a  great 
variety  of  letters  to  look  over,  ot  Mrs. 
Clarke's  and  other  persons,  whicii  I 
was  directed  to  look  at,  and  whicii  I 
did  look  at,  and  observed  theciiarac- 
ters  with  some  altentjon. 

{The  ziitness  ivas  directed  to  with- 
draiv.'] 


Sir  Thomas  Turton,  Mr.  Yorke,  and   Mr.  Sharpe  briefly  gave, 
tbeir  opinion  on  the  propriety  of  the  last  question.  ' 
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(The  -j:itncss  was  again  called  in.) 

Q.'  Do  you  remember  an  instance 
of  a  person  endeavouring  to  forge  or 
imitate  the  hand-writing  of  another 
"who  did"  not  put  dots  to  the  i's,  who 
in  that  forged  or  imitated  paper  was 
accustomed  to  put  dots  ? 

A.  I  do  not  exactly  recollect  aiiy 
circumstance  about  dots  of  i's,  but  I 
have  refused  signatures,  and  perhaps 
daily  do  that,  which  turn  out  to  be 
forgeries,  though  generally  innocent 
ones,  but  not  actually  the  si^na- 
ture  of  tiie  parties  tiiat  should  be 
there. 

Q.  Does  the  circumstance  of  tliere 
beijig  no  dots  to  the  i's  in  the  note  be- 
fore yoti,  make  any  difference  in  your 
©pinion  ? 

A.  It  certainly  was  a  circumstance 
that  I  did  not  advert  to,  and  therefore, 
as  far  as  that  goes,  I  certainly  think 
k  is  of  weight,  but  not  sufficient  to 
alter  my  opinion. 

Q.  In  the  course  of  examining  tlie 
sigriature  of  powers  of  attorney,  iiave 
you  not  observed  that  the  signature  of 
the  same  person  varies  considerably  in 
a  short  period  of  time  ? 

A.  I  certainly  have,  and  that  may 
arise  from  a  variety  of  circumstances, 
such  as  ill  health  ;  a  signature  made 
before  or  after  dinner  lias  frequently 
been  very  materially  different,  and 
indeed  a  variety  of  other  circumstan- 
ces would  alter  the  signature  mate- 
riaJly. 

Q.  Have  you  not  admitted  the  va- 
lidity of  signatures  of  the  same  per- 
son, so  varying  as  you  have  stated,  in 
a  greater  degree  than  the  variation 
between  the  writing  in  tiie  note  and 
the  two  letters  ? 

A.  I  have  no  doubt  but  I  have,  but 
it  will  arise  from  this  circumstance, 
probably,  that  where  the  signature  of 
the  constituent  dilfers  materiallv  we 
have  then  the  signature  of  two'  wit- 
nesses to  look  at,  and  if  the  signature 
-rtf  either  of  those  witjiesses  should  be 
well  known  to  me  to  be  in  all  proba- 
bility a  true  signature,  I  mean  a  sig- 


nature that  passes  before  i2>e  very  fre- 
quently, that  would  operate  in  my 
mind  to  admit  the  power  of  attorney, 
though  there  might  be  some  conside- 
rable variation  between  the  Consti- 
tuent's signature  in  the  one  instance 
and  in  the  other. 

Q.  Have  you  not  admitted  the  va- 
lidity of  the  hand-writing  of  those  va- 
O'"?  signatures,  where  the  witnesses 
have  been  totally  different  persons, 
and  totally  unknown  to  you  ? 

A.  I  tiiink  I  have  not,  because  that 
is  my  particular  business  to  attend  to, 
not  to  admit  any  thing  that  is  not  in 
itself  exactly  what  it  ouglit  to  be, 
without  such  proof  before  me  as  should 
enable  me  to  admit  it. 

Q.  What  proportion  of  the  signa- 
tuies  of  the  witnesses  to  the  powers  of 
attorney,  in  the  country,  are  you  ac- 
quainted  with  ? 

A.  I  cannot  say  the  proportion  af 
hand-writings  of  witnesses  that  1  am 
acquaint4?d  with,  but  certainly  a  great 
number,  and  you  will  allow'  that, 
when  I  teJl  you  that  every  dav  I  ad- 
mit  from  forty  to  fifty,  sixty  and  a 
hundred  ;  hardly  any  day  is  less  tlian 
forty,  and  very  often  a  hui^lred. 

Q.  You  must  know  that  powers  o 
attorney,  executed  by  the  same  |kt- 
son  in  the  country,    are   attested  by 
very  different  witnesses? 

A.  Certainly. 

Q.  Do  you  not  depend  upon  tiie 
signature  of  the  per-soN  who  executes 
the  power  of  attorney,  much  more 
than  upon  any  name  of  any  witness  to 
the  execution  of  that  power  of  attor 
neyi 

A.  1  certainly  do,  that  is  the  lirst 
object. 

Q.  J)()  you  not  principally  depend 
u])on  the  signature  of  the  person  who 
executes  the  power  of  attorney,  not- 
withstanding the  variations  in  the 
hand-writing  of  that  person? 

A.  I  certainly  do. 

Q.  And  you  have  adn-iitted  the  va- 
liditj-  of  those  signatures  witii  greater 
variations  than  you  find  between  the 
note  and  the  two  letters  ? 

A.  1  certainly  have,  but  collateral 
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evidence  has  come  in  to  satisfy  me  of 
the  validity  of  the  signatures. 

Q.  Do  you  consider  the  note  as 
having  been  written  in  imitation  of 
the  hand-writing  of  the  letters  ? 

A.  1  hat  was  my  opinion  at  the  time 
I  was  examining  them. 

Q.  Is  it  in  the  usual  and  common 
habit  of  yourself  to  be  called  upon 
for  your  opinion,  and  to  give  an  opi- 
nion upon  the  similarity  of  hand-writ- 
ing, where  there  are  no  signatures  of 
names  whatever? 

A.  It  has  very  stdtlom  happened  of 
late  years,  fprmtriy  it  was  more  fre- 
quent, because  of  late  years  I  have 
understood  that«uch  kind  of  evidence 
has  not  been  admitted  in  the  courts 
ofJaw. 

{By  ]^Ir.  Lytti  f.ton.) 

Q.  Having  stated  that  you  have 
been  chiefly  conversant  with  the  ex- 
amination of  signatures,  do, you  judge 
of  them  by  comparison  ^>»ith  other 
signatures  of  the  same  person,  or  a 
general  comparison  of  the  hand-writ- 
ing of  the  person  supposed  to  sign  ? 

A.  1  judge  of  them  by  a  compari- 
son with  other  signatures  of  the  same 
person.  ^. 

Q.  Have  you  ever  seen  papers  in 
which  the  signature  and  the  other 
writing  in  tho»e  papers,  purported  to 
be,  and  to  your  knowledge  were  writ- 
ten by  the  same  pgrson  i 

A.  I  have. 

Q.  Have  you  in  those  cases  observ- 
ed that  the  signatures  are  in  many 
cases  different  from  the  general  writ- 
ing ? 

A.  I  certainly  have;  and  I  must 
acknowledge  that  signatures  in  gene- 
ral are  much  easier  to  judge  of  than 
common  lines  of  writing,  because  sig- 
natures have  always  appeared  to  me 
a  set  kind  of  hand,  which  a  man 
takefjup,  and  in  general  does  not  part 
with. 

{By  Mr.  H.  Marti.v.) 
Q.  Previouslv  to  vfiur  examination 


of  the  two  letters  and  the  note,  Iiad 
it  been  intimated  to  you  by  any  per- 
son, and  by  whom,  that  there  was 
reason  to  doubt  of  the  authenticity  of 
the  note : 

A.  I  think  I  should  answer  to 
that,  that  I  read  the  newspaper  every 
evening,  and  therefore  I  have  read 
all  that  concerns  this  business  every 
evening  as  constantly  as  it  has  pass- 
ed. 

Q.  Is  the  Committee  to  understand, 
that  the  first  doubt  you  entertained 
was  by  what  wassuggessed  from  read- 
ing the  newspapers  ? 

A.  I  certainly  came  w^th  no  preju- 
dice in  my  mind,  but  I  came  deter- 
mined to  form  my  mhid  from  what  I 
should  see  in  the  note  and  in  the  let- 
ters. 

Q.  Is  the  Committee  to  under- 
stand, that  the  lirst  doubt  you  enter- 
tained was  by  what  was  suggestetl 
from  reading  the  newspapers  ? 

A.  I  ihink  I  said  that  I  came  her-e 
with  no  prejudice,  but  to  form  niy 
mind  from  what  I  should  find  in  read- 
ing over  the  note  and  the  letters. 

Q.  Is  th*^  Committee  to  understand, 
that  the  first  doubt  you  entertained 
was  by  what  was  suggested  from  read- 
ing the  newspapers  ? 

A.  I  conceive  that  I  might  rea- 
son upon  the  subject,  but  certainly  I 
came  here  with  no  prejudice  what- 
ever. 

Q.  Is  the  Committee  to  under- 
stand, that  the  first  doubt  you  enter- 
tained was  by  what  was  suggested 
from  reading  the  newspapers  ? 

A.  I  certainly  did  reason  upon  the 
subject  in  my  own  mind,  but  1  came 
here  with  no  prejudice  whatever. 

Q.  Have  you  careft.dly  examined 
Loth  the  letters,  and  do  you  find  ia 
any  parts  of  either  of  those  letters  any 
diiference  in  the  hand-writing;  are 
both  those  letters  exactly  in  the  same 
character  and  style  of  hand-wriu 
iiig  ? 

A.  I  did  not  perceive  any  particular 
ditference  in  the  nvode  of  writing  in 
those  two  letters,  but  that  they  were 
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all  written  with  the  same  kind  of  free-  which  I  do  not  observe  in  the  two 
clom,  except  where  the  ink  appeared  letters;  as  to  there  being  a  greater 
t«  fail,  and  that  will  constantly  be  the     diti'ereiice  between  the  note  and  the 


case  under  such  a  circnmstance. 

[The  "d.'itne^s  was  directed  to  with- 
dmtv.J 

(The  XLitness  xvas  a^ain  called  in.) 

(By  Mr.  Ward.) 

Q.  Is  or  is  not  the  difference  in 
the  note  and  the  letters  greater  than 
ihat  which  you   have  frequently  ob- 


letters,  and  any  two  signatures 
which  I  have  admitted,  I  really  can- 
not tell  how  to  answer  that ;  the  dif- 
ferences in  signatures  are  so  very 
freqnent  and  so  various,  that  I  can- 
not veil  explain  myself  upon  that 
subject. 

(By  Mr.  Whitbread.) 
Q,  As  you  have  been  in  the  habit 


sewed  between  acknowledged  pieces  ofcorupanng  signatures  with  others, 
of  hand-writing  of  the  same  per-  do  you  considt^r  yourself  more  corn- 
son  ?  petent  to  speak  on  this  subject  than 
A.  Hie  difference  between  the  ^^y  ^ther  person  experienced  in  an- 
note  and  the  letter  appears  to  me  to  other  office  ? 
aiise,  taking  it  altogether,  fiomthe 
neatness  and  the  stiffness  of  writing,       [JVUnessi':as  ordered  to  with^ratv.l 


Mr.  Dent  objected  to  this  question  being  put. 

Mr.  Whitbreaii  said  he  would  sooner  take  the  opinion  of  the 
right  hon.  gentletnan  opposite  than  the  witness;  for  he  could  give  a 
decided  opinion  upon  letters  which  he  might  be  in  the  habit  of 
receiving,  while  the  witness  was  only  accustomed  to  examine 
signatures.  / 

Mi^.  Canning  objected  to  the  question,  on  account  of  its  bemg 
€)f  a  oisparaging  nauire  to  the  witness.     • 

Mr.  WHiTBRiiAD  conceived,  that  although  the  witness  came 
tliere  involuntarily,  yet  he  considered  himself  as  a  judge  in  such 
ijiatters  ;  and  however  able  he  might  be  to  give  an  opinion  upon 
mere  signatures,  yet  he  was  incompetent  to  other  points. 

Upon  the  suggestion  of  Ma.  Batuurst,  the  witness  was  re- 
called, and  the  question  was  put  in  the  following  manner: 


'  Q.  From  your  habits  of  business 
at  the  Bank,  have  vou  more  frequent 
ojjportunities  of  comparing  the  ge- 
neral hand-writings  of  parties,  than 
peroons  engaged  in  any  merciiutde 
or  other  counting-houst  in  the  City 
of  Loncion  ? 

-A.  I  am  persuaded  not,.  (Hear  I 
htar  I)  and  1  have  thought  myself 
ii-<;qututiy  incompetent  to  such  kind 
iA  examinations,  because  my  con- 
stant practice  has  been  with  respect 
tu  signatures  only. 


(By  Mr.  Barham.) 

Q.You  having  stated  that  you  had 
been  occ  upied  one  ht)nr  in  examin- 
ing all  tlie  papprs,  inclusive  of  Mr^. 
Clarke's  letters,  what  time  did  you 
devote  lo  t!ie  examination  of  tlic 
three  letters  now  in  question  ? 

A.  1  think  it  is  probable  that  I 
might  have  been  from  hal(  an  hcnr 
to  three  quaitcrs  on  the  one,  au't  ihe 
rest  of  the  time  on  the  variaas  letters 
of  iMis.  Clarke,  and  6o  on. 
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Q.  Might  not  tlie  short  note  and 
the  two  letters  have  been  the  hand- 
writing of  the  same  person,  suppos- 
ing the  short  note  written  in  ttie 
morning,  and  the  two  letters  after 
dinner,  or  vict  versa? 

A.  I  think  that  miuht  possibly 
have  been  the  case,  but  then  that 
written  in  the  afternoon  would  have 
be^n  much  worse  than  tliat  written 
in  the  morning. 

Q.  I(  two  powers  of  attorney  had 
been  presented  to  you  for  your  exa- 
minatfion,  on?' in  the  hand  of  the  let- 
ter-which  whs  tjcknowledged  to  be 
the  hand-writing  of  the  party  who 
presented  it,  ai:<l  the  other  in  the 
lia«d  writing  ui  the  short  note,  with 
your  observation  would  you  ofn- 
ciallv  have  refused  the  acceptance 
of  that  latter  power  of  a-itornev  ? 

A.  If  there  had  been  no  other 
circumstances  as  collateral  evidence 
in  favour  of  it,  I  certainly  should 
have  demurred  to  the  signature. 

Q.  Iliive  you  not  said,  itiat  writ- 
ings differing  as  much  as  these,  have 
ultimately  turned  ou<  to  be  ge- 
nuine ? 

A.  If  I  have  not,  I  am  persuaded 
they  have  done  so. 

{.The  witness  ivas  directed  to  zvith- 

(Mr.  Thomas  Rateman  ivas  then 
called  in  and  examined  hy  the  At- 
torney General.) 

Q.  In  what  business  are  you  ?  ' 

A.  In  the  service  of  the  Bank  of 
England. 

Q.  In  what  department  .? 

A.  My  employment  is  the  exa- 
mining powers  of  attorney  in  the 
first  place,  as  to  the  accuracy  of 
them,  and  then  examining  their  sig- 
natures. 

{The  tivo  letters  and  the  note  were 
sheion  to  the  iuitness.'\ 

Q.  Have  y«)u  examined  those  two 
letters  and  that  note,  for  the  purpose 
of  discovering  whether  tlx-ry  are  writ- 
ten by  the  same  person  or  not  ? 

A.  I  have, 
ifo.  17  . 


Q.  How  long  have  you  been  em- 
ployed in  the  department  in  which 
you  now  are  ? 

A.  Nearly  twenty  years. 

Q.  You  are  still  in  that  situation  ? 

A.  I  am. 

Q.  You  state,  that  you  have  ex- 
amined   these   two    letters  and  that 
note,  for  the  purpose  of  discovering 
whether  they  are  written  by  the  sam©. 
person  ?      A.  I  have. 

Q.  Look  at  them  now,  and  tell 
me  whether  they  were  in  your  judg- 
ment written  by  the   same   person  ? 

A.  I  think  there  is  a  very  corres- 
pondent similarity. 

Q.  In  your  judgment,  is  the  not« 
wrilien  by  the  same  person  as  theb« 
letters  were  written  by  ? 

A.  lean  only  say  that  there  is  a 
\ery  remarkable  similarity. 

(By  Sir  John  Sebright.) 

Q-  Upon  examining  these  letters 
and  the  note,  have  you  any  reasoa 
to  think  they  were  not  written  by  the 
same  person  ? 

A.  I  have  not  any  reason  to  think 
they  were  not  ;  1  have  no  reason  at 
all  upon  that  subje<'t. 

Q.  Uj.on  examining  those  letters 
and  the  note,  have  you  any  reason  to 
think  they  were  not  written  by  the 
same  person  ? 

A.  After  what  I  have  said,  I  think 
1  cannot  answer  that  question  but  in 
the  way  I  have  answere<i  il. 

Q.  If  two  powers  of  attorney 
came  before  you,  signed,  one  in  the 
character  of  the  note,  and  the  other 
i«  the  character  of  the  letters,  would 
you  have  passed  them  l>oth  as  writ- 
ten bv  the  same  person  ? 

A',  r  think  1  should. 

[T/ie  liitnrss  zi'as  directed  towitli- 
draw.'] 

(Mr.  Thomas  Bliss  t:'rt.9  called  in,  and 
txamined  bij  the  ArTOR^i^tY  Gene- 
ral.) 

Q.  What  is  your  employment  ? 

A.  One  of  the  Investigators  of  the 
Bank  of  England. 
S  K  Q.  What 
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-  Q.  What  is  your  business  m  tbat 
^fpartmenl  ? 

A,  To  exa^nine  and  inspect  into 
forged  notes. 

Q.  How  long  have  you  been  in 
tbat  sjtuation  ? 

A.  About  fifteen  years. 

Q.  Is  It  your  business  to  discover 
whether  the  signatures  to  those  notes 
are  or  are  not  genuine  ? 

A.  It  is. 

Q,  Do  you  examine  any  thing  but 
the  signatures    to  those  notes  ? 

A.  'ihe  whole  of  the  notes; 
every  writing  on  the  note  ;  it  leads 
to  many  other  things,  the  paper,  the 
writing,  the  engraving,  and  the  whole 
of  the  notes. 

Q.  Do  you  examine   any  writing 
uron   the  notes,  except  the   signa* 
ture? 
'  A.  Yes,  very  frequently.  ' 

Q.  What  part  of  those  bills  which 
you  examine  is  written,  except  the 
signature  ? 

A.  1  he  date  and  number. 

A.  Do  you  examine  Bank  Post 
Bills  as  well  as  Bank-notes  ?     A.  No. 

Q.  Then  there  is  nothing  of  writ^ 
ing  upon  those  bills  you  examine, 
but  the  dates,  the  numbers  and  the 


Signatures. 


A.  Noticing  else,  except  it  might 
be  writing  by  the  public,  at  times, 
upon  the  notes. 

[The  iivo  letters  and  the  note  uere 
shtxisv  to  the  "ditness]  Q.  Have  you 
examined  the  two  letters  and  the 
note  now  put  into  your  hand,  for  the 
purpose  of  discovering  whether  they 
are  written  by  the  same  person  or 
not  ?     A    1  have. 

Q.  According  to  the  best  judg- 
ment yau  can  form,  arc  they  or  are 
they  not  written  by  the  saqie  person  ? 

A.  I  should  suppose  they  were. 

(By  Mr.  G.  Smith,) 

Q  Have  you  any  doubt  upon 
tl'.at  subject  at  all  ? 

A.  From  letters  that  I  saw  after- 
wards, I  h  .ve  some  doubt  ;  but  if 
}  had   not   sten    any  other   leWers, 
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from    th«   appearance    of    those  I 
should  have  had  no  doubt. 

Q.  What  letters  did  you  see  af- 
terwards ? 

A.  I  saw  different  letters  on  the 
table  where  !  examined  these,  that 
I  was  desired  to  look  at,  from  I  be- 
lieved, N«  31  to  40   or  41. 

Q.  Is  the  Committee  to  under- 
stand, that,  from  the  observation  you 
have  made  upon  the  letters  and  the 
note  you  have  just  seen, you  have  no 
doubt  but  they  we:e  written  by  the 
same  person  ? 

A.  I  did  not  say  I  had  no  doubt, 
I  said  I  thought  they  were. 

Q.  H  ave  you  or  have  you  not  any 
doubt  upon  that  subject,  alluding  to 
to  the  three  last  letters  you  have 
just  seen  ?  ^ 

A.  From  the  letters  that  I  saw 
since,  many  of  them  seeming  to  dif- 
fer, I  have  some  doubt  of  it. 

Q.  Have  you  or  have  you  not  any 
doubt  upon  that  subject,  alluding 
to  the  three  letters  you  have  just 
seen  ? 

A.  From  the  examination  of  the 
three  letters,  which  I  looked  at  a? 
carefully  as  possible,  I  thought  they 
were  all  of  one  hand-writing. 

Q.  Whose  letters  do  you  imagine 
those  were  that  you  saw  besides  ? 

A-  There  were  papers  numbered  ie 
as  far  as  40  upon  the  table  ;  I  went 
at  a  late  hour;  only  one  being  al- 
lowed to  go  in  at  a  time,  I  looked 
onlw  at  ten,  from  30  to  40  or  41  ; 
and  I  understood  from  those  letters 
they  were   written  by  Mrs.  Clarke, 

Q.  Explain  how  the  comparison 
of  ISIrs.  Clarke's  letters  induced  you 
to  doubt  about  the  similarity  of  lh« 
three  others.  \ 

A.  After  I  had  been  desired  to 
look  at  two  letters,  and  the  other, 
to  compare  the  hand- writing,  I  was,; 
desired  to  look  at  the  other  letters/ 
and  compare  them  with  the  first  two' 
letters  also. 

Q,  Hov-  did  that  comparison  altei 
the  opinion  you  had  before  formed  : 

A.  Because,   though    they    wertj 

writter 
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v^ritten  by  oae  person,  yet  they  dif* 
fered  in  the  writing  ;  there  were 
some  very  plain  to  read,  and  some 
more  difficult  to  read  ;  some  writ- 
ten ratlier  larger,  and  some  rather 
smaller. 

Q,  I  understand  you    to      have 
SUted,  that  the  two  letters  and  the 
note  appeared  to  you  at  first   to  be 
of  the  same  writing  ? 
A.  I  did  say  so. 

Q.  Therefore,  though  these  were 
written  at  different  times,  there  ap- 
peared no  great  difierence  in  the 
writing  ?     A.  There  did  not. 

Q.  How  was  that  opinion  altered 
by  finding  Ihat  another  person  did  at 
different  limes  write  different  hands  ? 
A.  From  the   difference   of  that 
hand-writing  ;  some  of  them  I  com- 
pared, in  some  measure  bore  a  sem- 
blance to  the  first  two   letters;  if  I 
had   seen   no  others  than    the  first 
two  and  the  note  produced   to  me,  I 
should  have  been  clearly  of  opinion, 
without  any  doubt,   that   they  had 
been  the  same  person's  writing  ;  but 
I  explain  now,  from   the    ultimate 
judgment  of  what  I  looked  at,  which 
impressed   upon    me   this,   that  the 
letters  that  I  saw,  though  they  were 
one  person's  writing,  the  writing  dif- 
fered  materially,   some  very  small 
and  some  larger,  and  from  the  very 
free  easy  running  hand,  some  seem 
so  exactly  alike,  and  some  different, 
that  it  would  be  doubtful  to  judge  of 
that  person's   writing   at   all  times, 
whether  it   was  her  writing  or  not. 
Q.  Is  it  from   those  letters  differ- 
ing  amongst    themselves,    or  from 
some  of  them  agreeing  with  the  two 
letters  now  shewn  to  you,  that  your 
doubt  arises  ? 

A.  It  is  from  some  of  those  let- 
ters being  differently  written  of 
themselves,  and  some  of  them   hav- 


ing a  small  semblance  of  the  other 
writing. 

(By  the  Attorney  General.) 

Q.  Did  those  letters  most  resem- 
ble the  two  letters  or  the  note  ? 

A.  One  or  two  of  the  letters  re- 
sembled the  two  letters  and  the  note. 
Q.  Is  it  from  that  resemblance 
that  you  doubt  now  that  the  two 
letters  and  the  note  were  of  the  sam« 
hand- writing 

A.  The  difference  amongst  them- 
selves would  be  the  only  reason  that 
would  create  any  doubt  in  my 
mind. 

Q.  You  have  said,  that  some  of 
those  letters  were  in  a  large  and 
some  in  a  small  hand,  and  yet  you 
suppose  them  to  be  the  writing  of 
the  same  person  ? 

A.  I   understood    that  they  were 

the  writing,  and    thought   that   they 

were  the  writing  of  the  same  person. 

A.  Is  not  the  note   in  a  smaller 

hand  than  the  letters  ? 

A.  I  think,  as  near  as  possible, 
the  major  part  of  it  is  the  same  size 
as  the  letters. 

Q.   Did  you  perceive  any  similar- 
ity between  the  hand-writing  of  any 
of  the  letters  last  shewn   you,  froirk, 
:iO  to  40,  and  the  note? 

A.  There  were  one  or  two  of  the 
letters  that  I  thouglit  bore  a  sem- 
blance of  the  two  letters  and  the 
note. 

A.  Is  that  the  circumstance  which 
led  you  to  doubt  at  last  whether  lh« 
two  letters  and    the  note  were  writ- 
ten by  the  same  person  ? 
A.   It  certainly  was. 

IThe  witness  ivas    directed  to  uifh- 

drazv.'] 
IBrigadier  General  Claz'cring  having 

sent  a  letter  to  the   Chuirman,  re~ 

questi/ig  tluit  he  might  be  calUd  ttf 

explain  his  Evidence.'] 


Sir  Matthew  Ridley  wished  that  he  should  be  called  in. 

Mr.  Beresford  thought  that  all  the  witnesses  whose  testiaiorrV 
was  material  to  the  question  before  the  House,  should  be  first  ex- 
amined;  he  had  no  objection,  after  that,  to  admit  General  Claver- 

ing  to  explain  what  he  had  stated. 

^  Sk2  Ms. 
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Mr.  W.  Wynne  did  not  see  iiow  the  House  could  refuse  ta 
hear  General  Clavering,  after  having  already  extended  that  indul- 
gence to  other  witnesses. 


(GEXERAtCLAVERiNG  tiG?  accordiug- 
lij  called  in,  and  examined  by  Sir 
M.  W.  Ridley.^ 

Q.  What  part  of  the  evidence, 
which  ^ou  gaA-e  on  a  former  night, 
do  you  wifch  now  to  explain  ? 

A.  There  is  a  part  ot  the  evidence 
that  I  gave  on  a  fornit  r  night,    that 
1  wish    to   explain.     But    I  request 
permission,  before  I   explain  it,  to 
state  why  I  requested  to  cotne  for- 
ward this  evening :  it  was  intimated 
to  me  yest^rda^ ,  by  a  friend  of  mine, 
and  other  members  of  the  Commit- 
tee, that  an    idea   bad   gone   forth, 
that  part  of  the  eviden*  e  I  gave  on  a 
former  evening  was  not  correct  j.  I 
certainly  started  at  the  idea,   hav- 
hig  been  thoroughly  satislied    in    my 
own  mind  that  it  was  my   intention 
to  state  every  thing  to  ihe  very  best 
of  my  knowledge.     Yesterday,  how- 
ever, 1  referred  to  the  minutes,  which 
before  1  had  not  seen,  and  it  did  cer- 
tainly appear  to  me  that  the  answers 
I  had  given   to  the  questions,    were 
not  perfectly  such   as  I  would  have 
given,  had  I    clearly  comprehencJed 
those  questions  ;  and   however   ex- 
traordinary this    may  appear  to  the 
Committee,     1   pledge     my    sacred 
honour  and  word   the   mistake   was 
perfectly   involuntary  on  my    part, 
And  it  was  my    entire  intention,   as 
well  as  my  wish,  to  give  every  infor- 
mation in  my  ^M5wer,  and  I  should 
feel    myself  particularly    honoured 
and  n.attered  by  as    many  questions 
as  the  Committee  sliall  think  it  pr^)- 
per  to  put  to  me  upon  this  occasion. 
M'ith  the  permission  of  the  Commit- 
tee, I  will  now  refer  ij  the  questions 
put  to  me  on   the   former  occasion. 
In  page  J  53,   tiie    question   was  ; — 
•*  Had     you     any     communication 
whatever  on   the    subject  ol  Army 
Promotions    with      Mrs.    Clarke  ?'' 
My  r^p}y  was,   **  I  never  proposed 


any  conversation  of  that  kind,  nor 
do  1  recollect  any  ever   having  ex- 
isted, except  at  the  period  I  before 
alluded   to,   whm    she  requested  I 
would  recommend  to  the  consider- 
ation of  the  Duke   of  York  Lieute- 
nant Sumner  of  the  20th  regiment." 
It  is  perfectly  clear  now  to  me,  that 
by  the  addition  of  the  word  'what- 
ever'    after     *  communication,'    an 
epistohUory  correspondence  was  in- 
tended, but  I    certainly    understood 
it  to  be  a   personal    communication 
or  conversation,  for,  in  the  two  pre- 
ceding questions,   the  idea   of  con* 
versaiion,  and  conversation  only,had 
been  included  ;   and    in  the  follow- 
ing   question     likewise    it    appears 
also  evident   to  me,  that   that   was 
in  the  idea  of  the  Honourable  mem- 
ber who  proposed  it,  that  he  meant 
conversation,    for    the  question   is, 
"    Had   you    any    incidental    con-r 
versation    with    Mrs.  Clarke    upon 
that    subject  ?'  and   my  reply   was, 
"  A  period  of  so  manv  years  having 
elapsed  since  that  time,  it  is   impos- 
sible to  speak    positively  and   accu- 
rately to  a  question   so  close  as  that, 
but,  to  the    best  of  my  belief,  I  da 
not  think  I  had  "     'J'he  next  questi- 
on,  and  the   reply,   which  I  wish  tq 
advert  to,    is   this :— -"  Do  you,  of 
your  own    knowledge,    know    that 
Mrs.  Clarke  used  her  influencein  fa- 
vour of  any  person   whatever  in  thej 
Army     with     the     Commander    in. 
Chief?"      IMy   reply     was,    "  I    do» 
not."    1  certainly  did  misunderstand 
that  question   altogether,  and  that  I 
did   musunderstand  it,   I  have   the; 
most  positive  proof  for  stating  to  the 
Committee  :    one  of  the  first   con- 
versations I  had,  after  withdrawing 
from   this  bar,   was  with  a  noble  re- 
lative of  mine,  a  Peer  of  the  Upper 
House,   in  wbigU  I  stated    (and  h» 
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has  authorized  me  to  say,  if  it  is  ne- 
cessary, he  will  confirm  the  same) 
that  my  surprise  was,  that  a  question 
had  been  put  to  me  which  I  con- 
ceived concerned  others,  and  that  my 
regret  was,  that  the  question  had 
not  been  put  which  did  immediately 
concern  ajyself,  for  ii  it  had,  I  should 
havegiven  that  reply  which,in  my  own 
uiind,  conveyed  a  thorough  convic- 
tion that  Mrs.  Clarke  never  possess- 
ed that  influence  over  the  mind  of 
His  Royal  Highness  which  it  is  sup- 
posed she  possessed.  I  iiave  nothing 
further  to  add  upon  that  immediate 
head*  • 

[Mr.  W.  VV.  Wynne  desired  that  the 
five  letters  delivered  in  by  Mrs. 
Clarke  on  the  1  :ith  instant,  should 
be  shewn  to  General  Clavering, 
which  being  done,  he  asked  if  they 
were  the  hand-writing  of  the 
witness. 

General  Ciaver in s".'- 'They  are  my 
hand- writing. 

(By  Mr.  Ward.) 

Q.  On  the  former  examination,  you 
were  asked  whether  }ou  had  ever 
known  of  any  person  who  had  asked 
Mrs.  Clarke  to  use  her  influence  with 
the  Commander  in  Chief?  to  which 
you  answered  positively,  that  you  had 
not.  When  you  were  asked  whether 
you  knew  of  any  transaction  of  that 
nature,  yoti  say  you  understood  that 
any  transaction  in  which  you  might 
have  been  engaged  was  excluded  in 
the  intention  of  the  person  asking  that 
question  r 

A.  I  certainly  did,  both  to  that 
question  and  to  the  following  one,  for 
1  conceived  that  my  ans\ver  to  the 
third  question  from  the  bottom,  was 
an  answer  which  applied  equally  to 
the  two  last. 

(By  Mr.  Whitbread.) 

Q.  Did  you  or  did  you  not  ever,  in 
writing  or  otherwise,  ask  Mrs.  Clarke 
to  use  her  influence  in  your  behalf 
with  the  Conmiander  in  Chief  r 

A.  I.  did. 


(By  Mr.  Yokkk.) 

Q.  Had  it  any  efTect? 
A,  I  believe  not. 

(By  Mr.  Whitbread.) 

Q.  Did  you  obtain  what  you  asked 
for  ? 

.  A.  I  made  two  applications;  I  did 
not  obtain  the  first,  and  I  believe  that 
what  was  granted  me  in  the  second, 
w^as  not  through  her  inliuence. 

Q.  Was  it  granted  to  you  ? 

A.  Will  you  permit  me  to  answer 
that  question  not  immediately  direct- 
ly ;  it  v.-as  granted,  but  it  must  equally 
have  been  granted,  and  it  coukr  not 
have  been  denied  me,  if  such  applica- 
tion had  not  been  made. 

Q.  Why  then  did  you  apply- 
through  Mrs.  Clarke? 

A.  Were  I  permitted  to  state  the 
circumstances,  1  believe  it' would  be' 
better  understood  than  by  any  other 
answer.  (Go  on  !  Go  on  .')  in  the 
year  1803,  1  was  placed  upon  the  StaflT 
as  an  Inspecting  Field  Officer,  p.s  Colo- 
nel. In  the  year  ISOi,  the  Govern- 
ment thought  proper  to  raise  all  the 
officers  of  the  rank  of  Colonel  to  that 
of  Brigadier-General  ;  I  received  a 
notification  from  the  War-Oftice,  (hat 
I  was  appointed  a  Brigadier-General, 
and  about  a  fortnight  afterwards  I  re- 
ceived a  second  notification,  to  say, 
that  my  appointment  was  not  to  be 
that  of  Brigadier  General  but  Briga- 
dier-Colonel. The  circumstance  a\y- 
peared  to  me  so  extraordinary,  that  f 
wrote  upon  that  occasion  to  Mrs, 
Clarke,  to  know  if  she  could  discover 
why  the  alteration  was  made  from 
Brigadier-General  to  Brigadier-Colo- 
nel ;  she  replied  to  me,  that  upon  in- 
quiry it  was  found  to  be  a  mistake, 
and  that  all  the  Brigadier-Generals 
who  had  been  previously  appointed 
and'  afterwards  removed,  were  to  bet 
restored  to  their  first  appointments  of 
Brigadier-Generals;  and  the  reasoo 
was  evident,  it  was  supposed  that  the 
militia  and  the  volunteers  might  pos- 
siblv  be  assembled  to  act  together: 
by  the  militia  act,  no  Colonel  in  the 
army  can  command  a  Colonel  of  mill- 
U'd,   coi:sequent|y  (iur  appointment   to 
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the  situation  of  Brigadier-Colonels 
would  not  have  had  the  effect  it  was 
intended  to  have  had ;  therefore,  we 
were  again  appointed  to  our  original 
situation,  that  of  Biigadier-Generals. 
Q.  How  came  you  to  apply  for  an 
interpretation  of  any  mistake,  or  any 
extraordinary  circumstance,  to  Mrs. 
Clarke,  ziui  not  to  the  office  of  tlie 
Commander  in  Chief? 

A.  Because,  according  to  the  cus- 
tom of  all  offices,  the  persons  holding 
the  ostensible  situations  could  not 
have  given  me  tlie  information  that  I 
desired,  or  rather,  they  would  have 
beei>  reprehensible  if  they  had  j^iven 
-it  me,  for  in  all  probability,  though 
they  might  have  been  acquainted  with 
the  reasons,  they  would  not  have  been 
justified  in  declaring  them. 

Q.  What  secret  source  of  informa- 
tion, which  it  would  have  been  repre- 
hensible for  the  ostensible  officers  in 
the  office  of  the  Commander  in  Chief 
to  have  given,  did  you  suppose  Mfs. 
Clarke  to  have?    ' 

A.  I  certainly  did  suppose  that  Mrs. 
Clarke  was  informed  of  what  was  pas- 
sing in  the  War-Office.  (A  Laugh.y  I 
Riean  generally  in  the  office  of  the 
Commander  in  Chief,  and  therefore  I 
had  reason  to  suppose  that  she  would 
give  me  every  information  that  was  in 
her  power. 
Q.  What  was  the  reason  ? 
A.  Because  on  any  former  occasion, 
as  far  as  I  can  at  present  recollect,  she 
had  been  always  extremely  communi- 
cative.    {A  laugh.) 

Q.  From  whom  did  you  know  or 
suppose  that  she  derived  that  commu- 
nication which  she  was  so  communi- 
cative of  to  you? 

A.  Certainly  from  His  Royal  High- 
ness the  Commander  in  Cliicf. 

Q.  How  do  you  reconcile  the  an- 
swer you  have  last  given  to  the  an- 
swer you  before  gave;  you  supposed 
Mrs.  Clarke  to  have  no  influence  with 
the  Commander  in  Chief? 

A.  The  reply  that  1  before  gave, 
went  to  Mrs.  Clarke's  influence  over 
His  Tloyal  Highness  in  the  distribw- 
tion  of  military  promotion. 

Q.  Of  the  two  applications  whieh 


you  state  yourself  fo  have  made 
through  Mrs.  Clarke,  which  was  the 
one  that  was  successful,  whether  by 
her  influence  or  otherwise  > 

A.  If  I  recollect  rightly,  I  had  be- 
fore the  honour  of  stating,  that  the 
rank  of  Brigadier-General  was  restored 
to  me,  which  I  could  not  have  been 
denied;  it  was  granted  to  all  the  Co* 
lonels  of  the  regular  service  of  the  year 
1802,  in  which  brevet  I  was,  with 
others  both  above  and  below  me,  and 
consequently  it  could  not  have  been 
denied  me  without  a  marked  stigma, 

Q.  Which  of  the  two  applications, 
which  you  have  stated  yourself  to  have 
made  through  Mrs.  Clarke,  was  suc- 
cessful, the  first  or  the  second,  whether 
through  her  means  or  any  other? 

A.  i  certainly  have  to  apologize 
to  the  Committee  if  1  have  not  made 
myself  understood. 

Q.  What  were  the  two  things  which 
you  applied  for  ? 

A.  The  first  circumstance  upon 
■which  I  wrote  to  her  was,  or  rather  a 
letter  was  written,  which  I  was  acces- 
sary to,  it  is  immaterial  whether  I 
wrote  it  or  not,  was  relative  to  the 
raising  a  regiment.  I  was  given  to 
understand  that  she  had  very  great  in- 
fluence in  military  promotions,  and  I 
conceived,  therefore,  it  would  be  a 
fair  speculation  to  try  whether  that 
influence  did  exist  or  not ;  a  letter 
was  accordingly  written  to  her,  stating 
that  in  case  she  obtained  me  permis- 
sion to  raise  a  regiment,  she  should 
receive  1,000/.  She  wrote  me,  in  re- 
ply, that  His  Royal  Highness  would 
not  hear  of  it,  or  scouted  tlie  idea,  or 
words  to  that  effect ;  and  consequently 
from  that  answer  it  was  my  decided 
opinion  that  she  did  not  possess  an  in- 
fluence over  His  Royal  Highness  in 
the  distribution  of  military  promotion. 

Q.  Did  you  in  point  of  fact  obtaia 
leave  to  raise  that  regiment?    , 

A.  I  did  not. 

Q.  Did  you  make  a  second  appli- 
cation, and  what  was  that  application 
for  ? 

A.  The  other  application,  if  it  may 
be  so  termed,  was  not  for  any  promo- 
tion, but  to  know  the  reason  why,  af- 
ter 


447 


ter  having  been  appointed  a  Brigadier- 
General,  I  was  reduced  to  the  situation 
of  a  Brigadicr-Coionel. 

Q.  Have  you  ever  made  any  other 
application  to  Mrs.  Clarke  for  informa- 
tion for  promotion,  for  exchange,  or 
for  any  other  thing? 

A.  I  cannot  bring  to  my  recollec- 
tion that  I  ever  have  made  any  other 
application  to  her  upon  any  one  of 
those  subjects  mentioned,  but  if  any 
of  the  hon.  gentlemen  here  can  give 
me  the  smallest  clue  to  guide  my  re- 
collection, I  shall  be  extremely  happy 
to  give  every  information  in  my 
power. 

Q,  Being  convinced  in  the  first  in- 
stance by  the  Duke  of  York's  having, 
as  Mrs.  Clarke  informed  you,  scouted 
the  idea  of  your  being  permitted  to 
raise  a  regiment,  for  which  you  made 
an  offer  of  1,000/.  and  having  from 
thence  inferred  that  she  had  no  ir.- 
fluence  ;  how  came  you  to  make  any 
second  application  to  her? 

A.  If  1  am  correct,  I  before  stated 
that  I  was  satisfied,  from  His  Royal 
HIghness's  answer  to  hec,  if  such  was 
his  answer,  that  she  did  not  possess 
any  influence  over  him  in  the  point  of 
military  promotion  ;  that  His  Royal 
Highness  might  have  permitted  her 
to  talk  upon  military  subjects,  but  that 
as  to  military  promotions  she  had  no 
influence. 

-  Q.  Do  you  know  that  at  the  time 
you  made  application  through  Mrs. 
Clarke  for  leave  to  raise  a  regiment, 
any  ofiicer  received  that  permission 
which  was  refused  to  you  ? 

A.  If  my  memory  serves  me  right, 
there  were  three  or  four  voung  regi- 
ments raised  at  that  time  in  Ireland, 
but  not  in  this  country. 

Q.  Were  they  raised  upon  the  same 
term  with  regard  to  the  payment  of 
money,  as  tiie  tender  made  by  you  for 
raising  vour  men  •• 

A.  '1  hey  were  not ;  my  proposal 
was,  as  far  as  I  can  recollect,  (for  I  had 
forgotten  that  till  I  saw  it  in  the  evi- 
dence), my  proposal  was  to  raise  them 
from  the  militia  ;  the  regiments  in  Ire- 
land were  raised  with  a  bounty. 

Q.   Fcom  v/hcmdiu  yoij  receive  t1ie 


ififormation  first,  that  Mrs.  Clarke  ha^ 
influence  with  the  Commander  in 
Chief  relative  to  military  promotions, 
which  induced  vou  to  have  the  first 
letter  written,  or  to  connive  at  the 
writing  of  the  first  letter  to  Mrs. 
Clarke,  in  order  to  obtain  that  ia- 
iluence  in  your  favour? 

A.  My  information  upon  that  head 
was  merely  report,  but  the  letter  al- 
luded to  was  suggested  to  me. 

(By  Mr.  Ward.) 

Q.  Had  you  ever  any  other  than  a 
written  communication  with  Mrs. 
Clarke  upon  the  subject  of  your  own 
promotion  ? 

A.  To  the  best  of  my  opinion,  I  had 
not ;  the  reason  why  I  think  so  is,  that 
at  that  time  I  was  stationed  at  a  dis-^ 
tance  from  London. 

(By  Mr.  Martin.) 

Q.  Is  the  Committee  to  understand 
you  to  have  said,  that  if  you  had  ap- 
plied to  the  War-OlTice  for  informa- 
tion, after  its  having  been  notified  that 
you  were  a  Brigadier-General,  and 
your  being  put  back  to  the  rask  which 
you  call  Brigadier-Colonel,  you  would 
not  have  obtained  that  information? 

A.  I  do  not  think  tliat  I  should,  nor 
should  I  have  made  the  application, 
conceiving  that  such  application  would 
have  been  improper. 

Q.  Why  then  do  you  suppose  you 
could  obtain  information  respecting 
military  arrangements  from  Mrs. 
Clarke,  which  you  could  not  obtain 
from  the  War-Office  ? 

A.  Because  I  see  a  considerable  de- 
gree of  distinction  between  making 
application  for  information  to  a  lady 
of  the  description  that  she  then  was, 
and  making  it  to  those  official  personis 
"who  would  not  have  been  justified  in 
giving  me  tlie  information  that  1  de- 
sired, 

Q.  What  reason  had  you  for  think- 
ing that  Mrs.  Clarke  had  information 
of  what  was  passiiigat  the  War-Office; 
which  information  would  have  been 
refused  to  military  officers  regularly 
applying  } 

A.  Because  I  was  of  opinion  that  by 
her  influence  over  the  Commander  in 
Cliicf,  which  she  described  herself  to 
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nj«  (o  possess,  she  could  obtain  any 
information  of  that  description. 

Q.  How  is  the  Committee  to  recon- 
cile that  declaration  with  that  whicii 
you  have  made,  that  you  did  not  thea 
believe  her  to  have  any  ijifluence  over 
the  Commander  in  Chief  ? 

A.  If  I  am  correct,  1  before  ?aid, 
that  the  influence  she  possessed  over 
His  Royal  Highness  the  Commander 
in  Chie'f  did  not  go  to  the  distribution 
of  military  promotions. 

Q.  Did  it  then  go  to  the  obtaining 
information  of  regulations  in  the  War- 
Office,  which  regulations  were  with- 
held from  public  notice? 

A.  As  she  always  ga,ve  me  to  under- 
stand slie  could  procure  almost  any 
promotion  whatever,  I  conceived  that 
the  only  way  to  obtain  that  which  1 
wished  for,  was  by  application  to  her. 

(By  Mr.  AThitbread.) 

Q.  Did  you  in  point  of  fact  obtain 
tbe  information  you  sought  for  through 
her  means  ? 

A.  1  did  not,  the  information  that 
I  received  was,  as  far  as  1  can  recollect, 
that  there  had  been  a  mistake  in  re- 
moving us  from  th«  situation  of  Bri- 
gadier Generals  to  Brigadier-Colonels, 
and  that  that  mistake  was  shortly  to 
be  rectified. 

Q.  Was  that  or  not  the  informa- 
tion you  did  wish  to  obtain  ? 

A."  It  was  not  the  information  that 
1  wished  to  obtain,  if  I  am  perfectly 
correct,  because  1  do  not  think  she 
stated  the  reason  why  we  were  re- 
moved fiom  the  situation  of  Brigadier- 
Generals  to  Brigadit'r»rColonels.  1 
hope  the  honourable  Committee  will 
excuse  any  mistake  1  may  make  in 
this,  for  there  has  a  period  of  several 
years  elapsed  since  this  correspon- 
dcnce,  and  I  may  fall  into  an  error: 
it  is  my  endeavour  to  give  evory  in- 
f.)rn>ation  in  \^^y  power. 

Q.  Look  at  the  letter  in  the  Clerk's 
hand  and  read  it.  {A  Letter,  dated 
the  I  \th  of  November  IS04,  tvasshcun 
to  Gener(d  C/aven'ng  ]  You  there 
express  your  thanks  lo  Mrs.  Clarke 
fn-  her  attempts  to  svrvc  you,  though 
unsuccegsful. 


A.  I  am  of  opinion  that  must  have^i 
alluded  to  her  not  being  able  to  ob-» ! 
tain  me  permission  to  raise  a  regi-/ 
n;er.t. 

Q.  You  speak  further  on  the  com- 
ing to  town  ;  wlien  you  and  Mrs. 
Clarke  met.  did  any  conversation  arise 
as  to  military  promotions,  or  military 
matters  ? 

A.  It  is  above   five  years  since   I 
wrote  this  letter,  and  I  am  sure  it  is 
impassible  for  any  person  whatever  to. 
recollect  any  conversation  of  so  triviat 
a  nature  after  so  long  a  period. 

Q.  You  have  positively  stated  in 
your  former  examination,  that  you  ne- 
ver had  any  conversation  ;  you  have 
referred  the  explanation  which  you^ 
wis^hed  to  give  to  the  Com.n-iiitee  to- 
night, to  tlie  diiference  between  com- 
munication and  conversation,  and  that 
conversation  you  understood  the  ques- 
tion to  refer  to,  do  you  now  adhere  to 
the  answer  of  the  former  nii^ht,  that 
you  never  had  any  conversation  witlv 
Mrs.  Clarke  on  the  suhject  of  military 
promotion?!,  or  military  matters? 

A.  I  do  not  recollect  having  had 
any  conversation  with  her  upon  the 
subject ;  it  i3  possible  that  something 
tending  to  it  in  the  cour-e  of  conversa- 
tion might  have  been  alluded  to,  but 
at  this  distance  of  time  1  cannot 
charge  my  menujry  with  it. 

Q.  Having  stated,  that  in  the  origi- 
nal application  to  Mrs.  Clarke  yoU 
proffered  her  the  sum  of  1,000/.  to  ob- 
tain that  which  you  wished  at  the  time;, 
did  you  ever,  on  any  other  occasion, 
make  her  an  offer  of  money,  or  any 
valuable  consideration  of  any  kind, 
for  the  purpose  of  obtaining  her  sup- 
posed influence  with  the  Qommander 
in  Chief? 

A.  I  am  positive  I  never  did. 
Q.'  Did  you  ever,  without  making 
any  previous  offer,  make  her  any  pecu- 
niary recompence,  or  give  her  any  va- 
luable consideration  for  any  service 
she  might  have  done  you,  or  endea- 
voured to  do  you  with  the  Commander 
in  Chief? 

A.  1  never  gave  her  any  thing  in- 
my  life,  unless"  it  might  be'acciden- 
tai'ly;    being   in   the  room   when  the 
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nilliner  brouglit  her  a  shawl ;    I  told 

he  milliner  she  iniglit  call  upoa  me 
or  tlie  payment  for  it, 

(By  Siji  T.  TuRTON.) 

Q.  1  understood  you  to  say,  that 
,'ou  consider  Mrs.  Cinrke  to  have  very 
iitle,  if  any  inliuence  wilh  the  Coni- 
nander  in  Chief,  on  military  promo- 
ions  ?     A.  Yes. 

Q.  Do  you  found  your  opinion  on 
he  refusal  to  allow  you  to  raise  a  re- 
giment, or  have  you  any  other  reason 
or  that  opinion  ? 

A.  I  ground  my  opinion  upon  my 
>wn  case,  and  also  conversation  with 
•arious  military  officers  upon  the  sub- 
ect;  for  tliougi)  various  reports  have 
^one  for(h>  to  tlie  prejudice  of  His 
loyal  Higliness,  upon  that  subject,  I 
lever  heard  of  any  one  case  that  could 
le  brought  home,  nor  do  1  believe 
here  is  any  such  case. 

(By  Sir  J,  Sebright.)] 

Q.  Did  you  ever  apply  to  Mrs. 
'larke,  by  letter  or  otherwise,  to  get 
ou  put  upon  the  Staff? 

A.  I  was  placed  upon  the  StafFupon 
he  24th.  of  September  1803,  as  the 
jazetle  of  that  date  will  show  ;  and 
lis  Royal  Highness's  first  acquaint- 
ince  with  Mrs.  Clarke  did  not  com- 
nence  till  four  months  afterwards,  in 
lie  month  of  January  1804. 

Q.  Did  you  not  write  a  letter  to  the 
Utorney  General,  desiring  that  you 
night  be  examined  at  the  Bar  of  this 
Committee  upon  this  subject  ? 

A.  I  did,  and  I  sliould  be  extremely 
iippy  to  state  the  reason  why  I  wrote 
hat  letter. 

Q.  Acknowledging,  as  you  have 
one,  that  you  have  written  letters  to 
Irs.  Clarke  upon  the  subject  of  mili- 
ary promotions,  and  also  have  had 
onversations  with  her  upon  that  sub- 
let, state  with  w^hat  view  you  wrote 
hat  letter  to  the  Attorney  General  ? 

A.  About  a  day  or  two  after  this  in- 
uiry  commenced,  I  perceived  in 
he  public  papers  that  my  name  had 
^en  introduced,  and  apprehensive 
.'at  His  "Royal  Highness  might  sup- 
f^se  that  I  had  been  engaged  in  any 
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improper  military  transactions  I  went 
down  to  t!ie  Horse  Guards,  to  explain 
the  transaction  to  Lieutenant  Colonel 
Gordon;  Colonel  Gordon  did  not  see 
me,  but  referred  me  to  Mr.  Lowten.  I 
called  upon  Mr.  Lowten,  and  he  put 
various  questions  to  me;  and  after  my 
replying  to  those  questions,  he  told 
me  it  wouM  be  necessary  for  me  to 
go  down  to  the  House  to  be  examined. 
1  repli-d  to  him,  that  was  what  I 
should  wish  particularly  to  avoid  ;  but 
that  if  he  stated  ^^bsolately  it  was 
necessary,  I  certainly  v,-ould  attend, 
but  that  it  was  the  farthest  from  my 
wish.  When  I  did  come  down  here, 
it  was  deemed  right  I  should  write  a 
letter  tiy  tiie  Attorney  General,  and 
accordingly  such  letter  was.  written, 
and  I  stated  in  it,  that  I  appe-u'ed 
here  at  Mr.  Lowten*s  desire;  after 
reading  that  letter  to  Mr.  Lowten,  and 
twoothergentlcmen  who  were  present, 
it  was  observed  by  one  of  them  that 
Mr.  Lowten's  name  should  not  ap- 
pear, in  consequence  of  his  being 
agent  for  his  Royal  Highness,  conse- 
quently Mr.  Lowten's  name  was  ex- 
punged ;  and  therefore  it  appeared  I 
was  a  voluntary  witness  upon  this  oc- 
casion, whereas  I  was  not  so,  but 
came  forward  at  Mr.  Lowten's  desire. 

Q.  Why,  after  the  evidence  you 
liave  given  here  before  the  Commit- 
tee, did  you  write  to  the  Attorney 
General,  with  a  view  of  shewing  you 
knew  nothing  at  all  about  these  trans- 
actions ? 

A.  The  hon.  member  who  puts  that 
question  is  tinder  a  mistake,  I  nev^ 
wrote  such  a  letter. 

'  (By  Mr.  Tag  g art.) 

Q.  With  what  view  did  you  write 
the  letter  to  the  Attorney  General ; 
and  why,  after  having  written  that 
letter  to  the  Attorney  General,  offer- 
ing to  do  away  the  evidence  of  Mrs. 
Clarke,  do  you  come  to  give  the  evi- 
dence which  you  have  given  at  the 
Bar  of  this  Committee  ?  (J  laugh.) 

A.  1  am  very  sorry  to  say  I  do  not 
comprehend  the  question.  {Hear  i 
hcar\) 
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Q.  With  tfhat  view  did  you  write 
that  letter  to  th,e  Attorney  General  ? 

A.  Mr.  Lowten  stated  to  nie,  that 
heconctivi)  my  evidence  would  be 
of  constdf  rable  consequence  in  this 
House;  and  therefore,  as  it  was  ahso- 
lulely  necessary  that  I  siiould  be  in- 
troduced to  this  House,  a  letter  was 
written  to  the  Attorney  General,  as 
the  best  Hiodeof  bringing  me  forward. 

Q.  Did  you  inform  Mr.  Lowten  of 
all  your  transactions  with  Mrs.  Clarke, 
at  the  time  Mr.  Lowten  gave  you  that 
advice? 

A.  I  ditl  not,  of  all  of  them. 

{By  Mr;  WhitbreadO 

Q.  It  stands  upon  the  minutes  of 
the  evidence,  that  "  Brigadier-Gene- 
ral Clavering  having  stated  to  a  mem- 
ber of  the  House  that  he  was  desirous 
of  being  examined,  Brigadier  Gene- 
ral Clavering  was  called  in,  and  ex- 
amined by  the  Committee  as  follows: 
Have  you' sent  a  letter  to  me  (namely, 
the  Attorney  General)  this  evening  ? 
A.  I  did  so.— Q.  Desiring  that  you 
might  be  examined  ?  A.  I  did  so." — 
I  ^understand  that  you  presented 
yourself  as  a  voluntary  witness  ;  you 
state  now,  that  you  were  willing  to  be 
examined,  but  were  desired  by  Mr. 
Lowten  to  be  examined  ;  do  you  mean 
to  state  that  you  were  a  voluntary  or 
an  involuntary  witness  at  this  Bar  ? 

A.  I  have  no  objection  to  state, 
that  it  was  the  last  wish  of  my  heart 
to  be  examine^  at  this  Bar.  Mr. 
Lowten  stated,  it  was  extremely  de- 
sirable that  J  should  be  examined, 
and  therefore  I  acceded  ;  and  I  ap- 
prehended the  distinction  between  a 
voluntary  and  an  involuntary  witness 
to  consist  in  this,  that  I  was  not  sum- 
moned to  attend  at  the  Bar. 

Q,  Did  Mr.  Lo\Vten  represent  to 
you  what  his  reason  was  for  wishing 
yoQ  to  put  yourself  forward,  instead 
of  a  summons  being  issued  to  you  in 
the  usual  »ay  ? 

A.  lie  did  not  state  any  thing  up- 
on that  subject,  ; 


(By  Mr.  PtRCEVAi.) 
Q.  For  what  purpose  did  yon 
down  to  the  Horse  Guards,  and  afti 
wards  go  to  Mr.  Lowten  ? 

A.  1  was  anxious  to  remove  fn 
the  mind  of  Lieut.  Colonel  Gordon  a 
i<lea  that  T  had  been  concerned  in  a 
traffic  in  c;()mmissions,  as  appeal 
in  the  newspap«rs.  Colonel  Gore 
refused  to  see  me,  ard  referred'"me 
Mr.  Lowten. 

Q.  Were  you  desirous  to  do  av 
that   impression    from    the  miijd 
Colonel  Gordon  at  the  time  you 
collected  that   you  had  ofiere-d  t 
1000/.  for  a  commission  ? 

A.  I  was  desirous  of  removing  fi 
his  mind  any  unfavourable  impress 
that  might  hare  occurred  from  re 
]*'g  the  reports  of  what  had  passed 
this  Committee 

Q.  Were  you  desirous  of  doing 
by  stating  the  true  state  of  the  f 
to  Colonel  Gordon,  or  concealing 
A.  It  was  my  intention  to  I 
stated  the  fact  which  was  allude 
in  the  preceding  evening,  in  wl 
my  name  was  brought  forward, 
that  was  relating  to  Lieut.  Sumne 

Q.  Was  it  for  the  purpose  of 
tradicting  that  fact,  that  you  wei 
Colonel  Gordon  ? 

A.  It  was  for  the  purpose  of  exp 
ing  the  mode  in  which  my  namec 
to  be  introduced  by  Mrs.  Clark( 
the  transaction  in  which  Lieut,  i 
ner's  name  was  brought  forward. 

Q.  Did"  you  mention  to  Mr.  Lo- 
this  transaction,  of  the  offer  of 
1000/.  to  Mrs.  Clarke? 

A.  I  believe  I  did  not ;  but  I  sh 
have  had  no  scruple  in  doing  it, 
had  mentioned  it  to  a  thousand  "t 
sons  before. 

Q.  Are  you  sure  you  did  not  J  ^ 
tion  it  to  Mr.  Lowten? 
A.  I  think  I  did  not. 
Q.  Were  you  appointed  a  Bj 
dier.  General  in  a  District,  after  i 
ing  been  Inspecting  Field  Officei-f 
District? 

A.  I  was  continued  in  the  Di-i 
i9  which  f  was  originally  appoint  I. 
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Q.  Had  you  the  rank  of  Brigadier 
neral,  alter  having  been  CoioikI  or 
?ut.   Colonel   Inspecting  Field  Of- 

LT  ? 

Al.  I  was  promoted  in  common  with 
the  officers  of  the  same  rank  with 
y'self  at  the  same  time. 
Q.  Did  you  apply  to  Mrs.  Clarke 
■on  the  subject  of  that  promotion, 
rectly  or  indirectly,  by  letter  or  in 
nversation  ? 

A.  I  am  quite  certain  that  I  did  not 
-ply  to  her  upon  it ;  and  I  am  the 


more  certain,  because  I  recollect  that 
the  first  information  I  received  of  any 
of  tlic  Brigadier  Generals  bein^  to  be 
appointed,  was  about  a  month  beiwre 
it  became  public,  and  that  was  from 
her. 

Q.  Was  that  information  commu- 
nicated to  you  privately  as  a  secret  ? 

A.  It  was  communicated  by  letter, 
but  no  secrecy  enjoined,  to  the  best 
of  my  opinion. 

IThc  luitness  ii-as   directed  to 
ivithdraiv.'] 


Mr.  W.Wynne  expressed  much  concern  at  the  duty  which 
5  hk  incumbent  on  him  at  that  moment ;  but,   disagreeable  as  it" 
as  to  his  feelings,  his  duty  compelled  bTm  to  move,  "  That  Ge- 
3ral  Claveringhad  been  guilty  of  gross  prevarication  in  the  testi- 
lonv  he  delivered  to  the  Committer." 

General  Mathew  said  he  liad  known  the  witness  long ;  he 
ad  known  him  to  be  a  man  of  honour  :  and  he  could  see  no 
rounds  forcharLring  him  with  prevarication.  ^, 

Mr.  WhItbr^ead  was  sure,  that,  with   the  exception   of  his 
on.  friend,  on  wliom  private  friendship  hbid  produced  such  an  im-^ 
ression,  the  House  would  be  of  one  opinion  as  to  the  cb>arge. 

Mr.  Perceval  thought  that  tlie  hon.  gentleman  should  not 
rave  contented  himself  with  simply  moving  the  resolution,  but 
hould  proceed  to  state  the  grounds  on  which  he  thought  the  charge 
>f  prevarication  was  established. 

Mr.  Wynne  stated,  that  he  had  adopted  such  a  course,  in 
mitation  of  the  precedeii't  of  a  former  night— he  was  not  acquaint- 
:d  with  the  witness,  aiid  therefore  could  not  be  biassed  by  personal 
eeling;  he  had  no  objection  to  state  the  points  in  which  the  wit- 
less appeared  to  him  to  have  prevaricated.— Here  he  pointed  out 
lome  instances,  and  conckidtd  with  ol)serving,  t%at  unless  Gen. 
Slavering  experienced  the  same  treatineni  as  had  been  adopted  to- 
.vards  Captain  Sandon,  ihe  public  would  be  led  to  think  that  the 
House  had  drawn  exceptions  m  favour  of  rank  ;  perhaps  tiiey  mjght 
%o  so  tar  as  to  alter  their  opin.on  of  its  chaTacter,  and  conclude  that 
it  was  no  longer  a  place  in  vvhicli  justice  was  distributed. 

Mr.  York  e  wished  the  evidence  to  be  read  over  before  he  form- 
ed an  opinion,  as  he  had  not  distinctly  heard  it.  The  novelty  ot 
the  situation,  and  the  agitation  of  such  an  assembly,  ^vere  calcu- 
lated to  affect  men  of  the  strongest  minds.  He  couid  not  believe 
that  a  man  ofahe  rank  and  character  of  General  Clavenng,  would 
voluntarily  come  forward  to  prevaricate.  He  trusted  that  tiie  atten- 
tion of  the  Committee  would  not  be  confined  to  inquiry  .mto  the 
Duke  of  York's  conduct;  but  that  there  should  be  an  inquny  also 
into  the  conduct  of  witnesses  who  had  been  guilty  of  contvadiction, 
and  acknowledged  themselves  accessary  to  acts  of  swindhng.  He 
hoped  that  the  Attorney  General  would  take  cure  of  such  j  erson  • 


S  L^ 


o\s, 


452 


Sir  John  SEiiRiGiTx  was  of  opinion  that  tlie  witness  (General 
Ciavering)  had  grossly  prevaricated. 

Sir  Thomas  Turton  said,  he  vvas^convinced  the  witness  came 
forward  wiih  the  most  pure  intention;  and  the  Committee  should 
consider  the  conduct  of  other  witnesses,  before  ihey  should  come 
to  such  a  harsh  resolution. 

Sir  John  Sebkight  explained,  and  begrrcd  to  brino-  to  the  re- 
collection of  the  hon.  Bart,  that  GenerarClaverin!?  ciime  to  the 
Bar,  subsequent  to  the  writing  of  his  letters  to  Mrs.  Clarke. 

Sir  James  Pui.tenky  said,  he  could  not  deny  the  witness  had 
given  bad  evidence,  yet  he  had  not  withheld  the  truth  from  them 
Be  had  given  the  worst  against  himself,  as  he  told  them  he  had 
otfered  Mrs.  Clarke  1000/.  to  forward  his  preferment. 

Mr.  Wilberforce  Said,  if  he  were  called  on  to  ^ive  his  opi- 
nion,  it  would  be  for  the  commitment  of  General  Chu'ering.  If  he 
had  presented  hi.nself  before  the  Committee,  the  day  subsequent 
to  his  last  exami«iaiion,  tliere  might  be  J^ome  excuse  for  him;  bui 
when  he  took  eight  or  ten  days  to  considtr,  he  ought  to  have  come 
prepared.^  He  thought  there  was  no  excuse  for  h^s  prevarication; 
he  hoped  the  Committee  would  not  allow  it  to  be  supposed  that 
the  rank  of  one  person  should  screen  him  from  failing  under,  anc 
feeling  tlie  displeasure  that  an  inferior  officer  had  sutfered  for  the 
same  contempt. 

Mr.  Pf.hceval  did  not  think  it  possible' that  the  Committee 
should  think  the  witness  had  prevaricated.  There  certainly  were 
some  contradictions  in  his  evidence.  He  thought  the  proper  time 
to  take  it  hito  consideration  was,  when  the  general  examinatior 
into  the  evidence  of  witnesses  took  place. 

Mr.  C.  W.  Wynne  observed,  as  he  found  the  Committee  noi 
imanimous,  he  would  withdraw  his  motion  ;  at  the  satire  time  he 
wished  it  to  be  understood,  that  he  conceived  himself,  at  any  future 
period,  to  be  entitled  to  renew  it. 

The  Chairman  informed  the  Committee,  that  he  had  receiver 
a  letter  from  Major  Ximenes,  praying  to  be  called  to  the  bar,  tc 
vindicate  his  character.   (A  loml  crij  of  No,  No  J 

^^^^  /^^EEywooD   Xi-as  then   called     reports  were  not  received  till  after  the 
tn   ana    examined  mi  Mr     4t?fr-      ^        •   ^        ^  l    i  .  i 
CROMBY)  appouitment  had  taken  place. 

^    T     ,  Q.  Is  there  any  other  part  of  \'out 

g.  Is  there  any  part  of  your  evi-     evidence  on   that   siibiect  Which  yoi 
dencej  respecting  the  appointment  of    Avish  to  correct  ?     A.  No. 


Mr.  EMrnon,  which  you  now  wish  to 
corret- 1  ?     A.  Yes. 

Q.  State   what  tliat  part   cf  your 
evideiice  is? 

A.    i  there   iricnlioned    some    un- 
favourable reports  which  1  had  heard  -^.    „..    ^^„   ,_... ^ 

of  him,  as  having  neard  of  them  be-  Co?onel  Clinton's  leaving  the  ofTiceol 
fore  the  ^j.point:nent  took  place;  it  Public  Secretary  to  hl^  Royal  High- 
r^ow  appears,  upon  referring  to  the  ness  the  Conin:ancler  ia  Chief,  andoi 
transactions  of  that  period,  that  these     \oiir  succeeding  to  him? 

'       *        '  A.  It 


\_The  xiitness u-as  directed  to  zdth- 
draw.'] 

(Colonel  Gordon  zias  caUed  in  and\ 
txamincil  by  Mr.  IIuskisson.)        j 

Q.  Do  you   recollect    the   date  o\ 
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A.  It  was  on  the  26th  of  July,  180L 

Q.  On  the  2(5th  of  July,  had  the 
name  of  Captain  Tonyn  been  sent  in 
to  his  Majesty  for  promotion  to  a  Ma- 
jority ? 

A.  No,  it  had  not. 

Q.  Then,  if  any  person  could  state 
at  that  time  that  Captain  Tunyn 
M'ould  appear  in  the  Gazette  of  tlie 
following  Saturday,  that  person  must 
have  been  either  entirely  ignorant  of 
the  course  of  office,  or  must  ha^re  in- 
tended to  dfCt'ive  the  person  to  whom 
such  information  was  given? 

A.  I  should  suppose  so. 

Q.  In  point  of  fact,  would  if  have 
been  possible  in  the  couiS('  of  oiijce, 
between  the  Thursday  and  the  Satur- 
day, to  have  received  his  Majesty's 
pleasure  respecting  that  promotion  ? 

A.  it  would    certainly  have    been 


possible  to  have  received  his  Majesty''* 
pleasure  on  the  Thursday  or  the  Fri- 
day, supposing  the  thing  to  have  been 
so  selthrd. 

Q.  In  the  usual  course  of  office  could 
tliat  have  taken  place? 

A.  Supposing  the  thing  to  have  been 
settled,  it  might  certainly  have  been 
so. 

Q.  On  what  day  was  Captain 
Tonyn's  name  sent  into  the  King  for 
promotion  ? 

A.  I  have  not  got  the  documents 
with  nie,  but  I  think,  upon  recollec- 
tion, it  was  the  9th  of  August. 

Q.  Tin  n  he  did  not  appear  in  lise 
Gazetteeiiher  (heSaturd=»y,  (he  28ih, 
or  of  the  Saturday  follttwing  ? 

A.  No,  I  think  not,  but  I  have  not 
got  the  documents  at  hand. 


fl'he  following  entry  was  read  from  the  Gazette  of  the  ISth 
.  August,  1804,  page  999  : 

'^  3Ut  Regiment  of  Foot,  Caytain  Alexander  Keith, 
to  he  Major. — Captain  Georoe  Augustus  Tonyn,  from 
the  48th  Foot  to  he  Major."] 


Q.  'You  will  observe  that  INIajor 
Leith's  commi'<sion  is  dited  the  1st 
of  August,  and  Captain  Tonyn's 
the  2d;  can  you  s(ate  the  reason  of 
Major  Lcilh's  being  dated  the  day 
preceding  ? 

A.  They  were  boih  promoted  at 
the  same  linie,  and  Major  LeilTi  had 
been  the  eldest  captain. 

Q.  You  have  stated,  that  the  King's 
approbation  to  Major  Tonyii's  pro- 
motion was  oblaffied  on  the  9th  of 
August,  he  appears  in  the  Gazette  of 
the  I8th;  in  case  Ihe  Commander  in 
Chief  had  thought  it  right  on  the  16th 
of  August  to  stop  the  publication  of 
Major  Ton)n's  promotion  in  the 
pazette  of  Saiurday  the  18lh,  he 
could  have  done  it  ? 

A.  Yes,  he  might. 

Q.  Is  there  any  instance,  in  point 
©ffact,  of  the  Commander  in  Chief 
direciing  the  publication  of  prorno- 
tions  in  the  Gazette  to  be  stopped, 
after  they  have  received  the  appro- 
bation of  his  Majesty  ? 


A.  Yes,  very  frequently  casualties 
hap[>en  between  the  periods  of  ga- 
zetting, and  the  periods  of  submitting 
them  to  the  Kmg  ;  consequently  such 
appointments  are^not  gazetted. 

Q.  Then  if  the  Cgmmander  in 
Chief  had  sent  an  ©rder  on  iho  iOMi, 
to  you  or  to  the  proper  department, 
to  stop  the  pubiica;ion  of  Major 
Tonyn's  promotion,  it  would  not 
ha\  e  appeared  in  the  Gazette  of  the 
18th? 

A.  If  the  Commander  in  Chief  had 
sent  such  an  order,  it  probably  would 
have  bev'n  suspended. 

Q.  In  point  of  fact,  do  you  know 
whether  any  such  order  was  sent  ? 

A.  1  think  it  vvas  impossible,  I 
shouh^  have  iiad  some  recollection  ot 
it,  and  I  cannot  find  any  trace  of  such 
a  thing. 

Q.  And  it  was  not  suspended  ? 

A.  It  was  not,  it  was  gazetted 
among  other  promotions. 

Q.  Do  you  know  where  the  Com- 
mander 
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mander  ja  Chief  was  ow  Thursday 
the  16th  of  August,  1804? 

A.  I  cannot  lake  upon  myself  to 
say  positively  where  he  was,  but  the 
16th  of  August  is  his  birthday,  and 
lie  commonly  passes  it  at  Oallands. 

Q.  Do  you  know  whether  he  was 
at  the  Horse  Guards  on  the  following 
day,  the  17th  of  August  ?     - 

A.  I  cannot  take  upon  myaelf  to 
say,  but  it  is  a  point  very  easily*ascer- 
tained  by  reference  to  (he 'dates;  I 
have  not  the  papers  at  hand  to  an- 
swer so  precisely  as  that. 

Q.  Do  you  recollect  the  Com' 
mander  in  Chief  applying  to  you, 
either  verbally  or  in  writing,  between 
the  1 6th  and  18th  of  August,  to  ask 
you  whether  he  was  in  lime  to  stop 
the  publication  of  Major  Tonyn's 
promotion  ? 

A.  No  ;  1  have  no  such  recollec- 
tion. 

Q.  Can  you  inform  the  Committee, 
whether  any  officer  of  the  name  of 
Aslttt  is  to  be  found  in  the  army  list 
for  that  time  ? 

A,  I  have  caused  reference  to  be 
made  to  the  armv  li^t,  and  no  such 
person  s  name  could  be  found  in  the 
list  of  the  army. 

Q.  Was  there  any  Major  of  (he 
Dame  of  Bligh  promoted  about  that 
time  ? 

A.  I  have  caused  a  similar  refer- 
ence to  be  made  to  the  army  list,  and 
I  can  find  no  such  person. 

Q.  Do  you  know  whether  an  offi- 
cer of  the  nameofBligh  was  removed 
about  that  lime  from  the  half-pay  of 
the  5-Mh  foot,  to  be  lieulenant-colonei 
©f  the  14lh  ? 


•  A.  On  inquiry,  the  only  officer  of 
thename  of  Bligh  who  liy^'-- removed 
abovU  that  time,  was  t((e  honourable 
CoIonM  B- gh,  who  was  removed 
fr<.m  tlie  haii^pay  to  a  regiment  of 
foot. 

Q.  What  was  his  landing  as  lieu- 
tenant-colonel in  the  army  ? 

A.  I  really  do  not  know,  but  a  re- 
ference to  the  army  list  will  point 
it  ouf  at  once. 

Q.  Then  in  point  of  fact,  there 
was  no  Major  of  the  naraeolAslett, 
and  no  Mojor  of  the  nameofBligh, 
promoted  or  removed  about  that  pe- 
riod ? 

A.  None  that  I  know  of. 

Q.  Do  you  knovv  of  any  officer 
of  the  name  of  Bacon,  in  the 
army  ? 

A.  There  is  a  Captain  Bacon  in 
the  army,  but  I  have  no  knowledge 
of  him  whatever. 

Q.  Did  he  apply  for  promotion 
about  the  period  of  July,  August,  or 
September,  I  SOI? 

A.  Not  that  I  know  of. 

Q.  Do  you  know  any  thing  of  an 
officer  of  the  name  of  Spedding  > 

A.  I  tind  upon  inquiry  there  was  a 
Captain  Spedding  in  the  45lh  regi- 
ment at  that  period. 

Q.  Are  there  any  documents  in 
your  office,  respecting  this  officer's 
applications  for  promotion  ? 

A.  I  think  1  have  the  documents 
here.  It  appears  he  applied  tor  pro- 
motion, and  was  refused  ;  and  he 
then  applied  to  go  upon  the  hall-pay, 
which  vva«  granted,  and  he  is  now,  1 
think,  upon  the  haif-pay. 


[Colonel  Gordon  delivered  in  the  papers.] 

*' In  August  1804,  Captain  Spedding  of  the  48  Reg.  applied 
for  Promotion  (No.  1),  and  he  was  known  to  Sir  Alnred  Clarke,  an 
Application  was  made  to  the  latter  for  the  Character  of  Capt.  S. 
by  whose  answer  (No.  2),  it  appears  that  Sir  A.  C.  does  notrecoUect 
such  an  Officer. 

^'  In  Nov.  1804  Capt.  Spedding  applied  to  be  placed  upon  1  Pay 
(No.  4),  ^\^_Hcc<nKn  of  a  large  Fatriily,  and  an  Intricacy  f.  hich  had 
recently  occurrecTm'  his  private  Alfairs/^ 

[ ''  Capt. 
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[  '^  Captain  Spedding  teas  accordingly  placed  on  i  pay  S3  Nov, 

1604."] 

No.  I.  34 

The  Memorial  of  Capt"  John  Spedding, 
48^**  Regt. 


28*  August,  1804. 

Not  to  be  noted  until  a  fair  report  shall  he  receivedfrom  the  Rcgt* 

''  To  his  Royal  Highness  Field  Marshal  the  Duke  of  York, 

Commander  in  Cliief. 

"The  Memorial  of  John  Spedding,  Captain  in  the  48*  Regiment 

of  Foot; 

*'  Humbly  Sheweth, 
"That  your  Memorialist  is  a  Captain  of  1798— Has  served  the 
greatest  part  of  his  Military  Life  in  the  West  Indies,  and  was  never 
absent  during  the  whole  Period  from  Duty. 

"  Your  Memorialist  most  humbly  prays  that  your  Royal  High- 
ness may  be  graciously  pleased  to  grant  iiim  Promotion. 

And  your  Royal  Highnesses  Memorialist, 

as  in  Duty  bound,,. 
"August  28*,  180  V'    "  will  ever  pray." 


<•         |j  '^ 


^  \  :i^ 

Aj     .^    ^i^ 

^  4*    -S?     i^' 

C:     V    <S?    ^ 


No.  2.  m. 

General  Sir  A.  Clarke, 
7*  Nov^  1804. 


"  Rhual,near  Chester,  Nov^"^  7*,  1804. 

"  Sir, 
"Your  letter  of  the  29th  Ultimo  directed  to  my  House  ior  Town 
was  forwarded  t©  this  place ;  but  haying  been  absent  for  a  few 

days, 
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days,  T  did  not  receive  it  till  yesterday,  wlncli  will,  I  hope,  suffi- 
ciently acoounr  for  my  not  reiurning  an  earlier  reply  to  his  Royal 
Highness's  Commands.  1  cannot  at  pres,entcall  lo  my  recollection 
having  had  any  personal  acquaintance  wiih  Captain  John  Sperkiing 
of  the  48'^  Regnnent,  and  consequently  cannot  give  the  Com- 
mander in  Chief  ihe  information  he  requires;  or  offer  any  opinion 
as  to  that  Officer's  merit.  1  have  been  so  many  Years  employed 
abroad  on  the  Public  Service,  and  in  such  various  parts  of  the 
world,  that  it  is  not.  impossibie  but  Captain  Spedding  may  have 
served  under  my  Orders  ;  and  I  should  be  extremely  sorry  if  my 
immediate  want  of  recollection  of  it  sliould  operate  to  his  disad- 
vantage ;  if,  therefore,  he  should  be  able  to  relresh  my  memory 
respecting  him,  by  any  communication  he  may  think  fit  to  make, 
I  shall  have  great  pifasure  in  doing  him  Justice,  and  obeying  His 
Royal  Highness's  Commands. 

I  am^  Sir_,  with  great  respect,  and  regard, 

\our  niost  obedient 

humble  servant, 
Alured  Clarke. 
'^  Lieut.  Colonel  J.  W.  Gordon, 
Secretary  to  H.  R.  H.  The  Commander  in  Chief, 

Sec.  &c.  ^.c."' 

N^  3.  - 

48  Toot. 

Mem"  £3  Nov'  1804. 
jf greed  to. 

Return  this  to  J.  M, 
"  Sir,  «*  Strand,  14  Nov.  1804. 

"  I  am  directed  by  General  Tonyn  to  transmit  you  the  enclosed 
Memorial,  which  the  General  begs  leave  to  recommend  to  the 
Notice  of  His  Royal  Highness  the  tommander  in  Chief. 

1  have  the  honour  to  be^ 
Sir_, 
Your  most  obedient  humble  Servant, 

Wm.  GlLi>lN." 

*^  Lieut  Colonel  Gordon, 

ac.scc.  &c." 

■   ,§  ^*  ^  ^  J' 


'^ ;?  w  .§  ^ 


5"  '^  -- 


«A    "^  ^    ^     ^ 


,      #   ^    ^^  >    ^  «  To 


457 


*'  To  Field  Marshal  His  Royal  Highness  the  Duke  of  York, 
and  Albany,  Commander  in  Chief  of  His  Majesty's 
Forces,  &c.  &.c.  &c. 

'^  The  Memorial  of  Captain  John  Spedding  of  the  48th  Regi- 
ment of  Foot; 

"  Humbly  Sheweth, 

'^  That  Your  Royal  Highnesses  Memorialist,  on  account  of  a 
large  Family,  and  an  intricacy  which  has  recently  occurred  in  his 
private  affairs,  is  desirous  of  retiring  from  the  Service  upon  Half- 
Pay. 

<*  That  he  has  been  Ten  years  in  the  Army,  three  of  wtiich  he 
has  been  in  the  West  Indies. 

"  That  in  the  year  1799  he  obtained  leave  of  absence  from  the 
1  \^^  West  India  Regiment,  wherein  he  then  served  as  Captain,  and 
afterwards  on  the  17^''  October  1799  exchanged  to  Half-Pay  with 
an  officer  of  the  2^^  Reg*  of  the  Irish  Brigade,  and  did  not  upoa 
that  exchange  receive  anj' difference. 

"  That  he  was  removed  from  The  Half-Pay  in  July  1803,  not 
at  his  own  request. 

"  Your  Memorialist  therefore  humbly  hopes  that  Your  Royal 
Highness  will  be  pleased  to  permit  him  to  retire  upon  Half  Pay : 
and  Your  Memorialist  as  in  duty  bound  will  ever  pray. 

*'  10*  November,  1804." 

48  Foot. 

Cap^  Honb'^  Geo.  Blaquiere. 

Mem"  23  NoV  1804. 

''  C.  L." 

*^  Capt.  Blaquiere  from  i  pay  of  Hompesch  Drag***  to  be  placed 
©n  full  pay  in  any  Reg*  of  Inf  ." 

"  The  Com''  in  Chief  has  approved  of  Capt,  Spedding  of  the  4S 
He^  being  placed  on  I  pay. 


tc 


Capt,  Blaquiere  may  be  app^  to  the  C*." 


Q.  Do  you  know  what  steps  were 
taken  when  Captain  Spedding  ap- 
plied for  promotion  ? 

A.  A  reference  was  made  to  Sir 
Alured  Clarke,  and  it  appeared  that 
Sir  Aiured  Clarke  had  very  little  or 
-no  knowkdge  of  him.  Sir  Aiured 
Clarke's  letter  is  here. 

Q.  Was  there  any  expectation  or 
encouragement  held  out  to  Captain 

NO.  18. 


Spedding,  that  he  would  receive 
promotion  in  answer  to  his  applica- 
tion ? 

A.  No,  I  think  not.  I  find  by  a 
memorandum  made  upon  the  letter, 
that  he  was  not  to  be  noted  until  a 
favourable  report  should  be  received; 
in  short,  no  notice  was  taken  of  his 
application  ;  his  Memorial  is  dat«d 
the  28th  of  August,  J  804. 

3  M 
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■  Q.  Is  the  Committee  to  under- 
stand, that  no  notice  was  taken  of 
bis  application,  and  no  encourage- 
tneni  given  to  him  between  that  ap- 
plication and  the  time  he  went  upon 
balf-pay,  so  far  as  the  documents  in- 
form you  ? 

A.  None,  that  I  know  of. 

Q.  Do  you  know  whether  the 
Commander  in  Chief  stopped  all 
promotion  in  the  4Sth  regiment? 

A.  I  have  no  recollection  of  it. 

Q.  Does  it  appear  by  any  docu- 
ment in  the  Office,  that  any  reason 
was  assigned  to  Captain  Spedding 
of  that  nature,  as  the  reason  for  not 
giving  him  his  promotion  ? 

A.  I  think  not,  I  cannot  find  any 
such  reason. 

Q.  If  promotion  had  been  stopped 
in  the  4ath  regiment,  is  it  not  likely 
you  must  have  recollected  it  ? 

A.  Yes,  I  think  so,  some  letter 
would  have  been  written  upon  the 
subject,  some  correspondence  must 
have  passed. 

Q.  Then  you  do  not  believe  that 
there  was  any  order  given  to  stop 
promotion  in  the  48lh  regiment  ? 

A.  I  have  already  said  I  have  no 
recollection  of  any  such  transaction. 

Q.  Have  you  any  (locuments  in 
your  possession  that  will  shew  in 
what  manner  INIajor  Taylor  obtained 
his  promotion  to  a  Lieutenant-Colo- 
nelcy ? 

A.  Yes,  I  have. 


Q.  Did  he  obtain  it  by  purchase  ? 

A.  No,  he  ought  not  to  have  ob- 
tained it  by  purchase;  he  was  re- 
commended by  the  colonel  of  a  new 
levy.  Lord  Matthew. 

A.  What  was  Lord  Matthew's 
levy,  an  Irish  levy  ? 

Q.  Lord  Matthew  raised  the  99lh 
regiment,  and  by  his  letter  of  service 
was  to  recommend  the  officers ;  his 
letter  of  service  I  have  now  in  my 
hand,  and  Major  Taylor  is  at  the 
head  of  it. 

Q.  Then  the  Commander  in  Chief 
could  not  do  otherwise,  under  the 
conditions  of  that  levy,  than  accept 
the  recommendation  of  Major  Taylor 
to  be  a  lieutenant-colonel,  it  he  had 
served  the  time  prescribed  by  the 
regulations  of  the  army,  to  be  quali- 
fied to  hold  that  rank  ? 

A.  I  cannot  say  that  the  CoramaH* 
der  in  Chief  could  not  do  otherwise, 
but  it  was  a  transaction  perfectly  re- 
gular, and  in  the  due  course  of  busi- 
ness. 

Q.  In   point  of  fact,   was    Lord 
Matthew,  as    the  officer  who    had 
undertaken  to  raise  the  new  levy,  to 
recommend  a  lieutenant-colonel  ? 
A.   Certainly. 

Q.  Then  is  the  Committee  to 
understand  that  Major  Taylor  ob- 
tained his  promotion  in  consequence 
of  this  levy  ? 

A.  Certainly,  I  know  of  no  other 
cause  whatever. 


[Colonel  Gordon  delivered  in  the  papers.] 

•      Major  Taylor,  25th  Foot. 

1st  October  1804. 

"  To  Field  Marshal  His  Royal  Highness  the  Duke  of  York, 
Commander  in  Chief,  &c.  &c.  &c. 

^'  The  Memorial  of  Major  John  Taylor  of  His  Majesty's  25th 

Regiment  of  Foot ; 

"  Sheweth, 
''  That  your  Memorialist  served  during  the  Rebellion  of  1798  in 
Ireland,  as  Brigade  Major  and  Aid-de-Camp  to  Maj.  Gen'  Trench, 
in  which  situation  he  remained  imtil  the  month  of  August  1799; 

luieTf 
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,r  •  z-^,,  Hntpliinson  havinff  been  appointed  to  the  Staff 
,hen  Maj.  Gen,  H«tc'""3^'  for  Holland,  was  pleased  to  nominate 
„f  the  army  '^'^""l.  ^T^^^X >>  "hich  station  he  served  the 
Memorialist  »^^J'\^;^-°^h,t  Memorialist  in  1800  accompanied 
campaign  ot  '^at  yea..     1"^  Abercrombie  to  the  Medi- 

the  expedmon  under  Lieu.  'if'="   .^  ^  Memorialist  served 

terranean,  and  landed  ^ '^h  the  A' «^y  '^i^fJP(3^„    ,o  Lord  Hutch- 
^'"o jTho  fv^^itd::    o''mif.at:ii!;i  to  the  sitLtion  of  Deouty 

S".;:?  sS  upon  c^-^i:^:::^^-^':^;,^:; 

Hope,  as  Adjutant  General,  the  ^^  -  .^"^our  Roy^f  Highness 
Ihe  command  ot  a  Biigacle      i    a  Majesty  the  rank  of 

f  "'"TiL^Tef  und  r°Pc  ret"  tL°"s  vv^ich  hi  has   had   the 
iZJ'^S'u.  exp.es-  humble  ^^^^^^^ 

r  rf  rnrBlronl  Ylu?Ro;:i  mg^hness  wiU  be  gracioLly 
Cleared  to  include  hiQ>  in  the  Ust  of  promot.on^.^^^^^^ 

,,,.,,  Major  25th  Foot." 

"  Gordon  s  Hotel,  ,  •' 

Albemarle-street, 
1  Oct.  1804." 


•*»i 


»        • 


a 


i  §  ^ 


c« 


"^    .V 


%• 
w 


V* 


99iii  Toot. 

Mem«.  28'"  Febr  1805. 

«  C.  X." 

«  Compare  this  List  with  that  already  in  your  possesdon. 

.,  Col.  Gordon:        If  V^^  ^ZiZ'7ll^£^>r^^ 
J  iSnour  to  request  Yourf  >;al  Highness  will  be  ple-a^to^re- 
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Lordship's  Regiment!  ^'^"'"ot'on   and  Appointmenls  in  Hi; 

^^  ^^rV^^  Honour  to  be. 

With  great  deference  and  respect,    . 
Sir, 

Very  faithfuJ  and  devoted  Servants, 
''  Craig's  Court,  Greenwood  &  Cox. 

23d  Feby  J  805." 

''  Field  Marshal  His  Rova]  m;  i 

Th^  n.  I       r\r  ^3^^'  Highness 
ine  iiuke  of  York 

&C.&C.&C."       ' 


For  LORD  MATHEJrs  LEVY. 


John 


Major  Taylor,  25.-.  Reg,,  to  be  Lieut.  Colonel- 


■   Dec.\Z02  CapthTDonial,  30*    . 

on  /^  X  John 

-0  Oc*.  1802  Captain  M'Donald.  89* 

^0  Feb.  1803  Lieut.  Millet      -•    53d 


9Jul2fiS02 
Restored  to  ~ 


/'fl^  Tl/flj/ 


802      1 
1784.  J 


Samson 
Lieut.  Stewall     -    54(1, 


l7Jan.m2    Lieut.  W^Uake    -    25.h 


Geo. 


'    -    Maj 


Lieut.  M'Mahon    -  15th 


l^  July  mo      Lieut  T^yon     .     47^,    .    .    _ 
^^Mayim    Lieut.  To'on      -      «, 
^6/^n.I,80i    Lieut.  H.Fitzgerald 40  47    ,    . 


.  His  name  has  never 
been  before  sub mit- 
tedfor  H.  R.  H's 

approbation, nor  is 
he  included  as  re- 

comdbyLordCath' 
cart. 


fajor  / 
Do  ) 


Do, 


Captain        LdCjjipprob" 


^*  Comr-  in  C's  D^. 


Do 
Do 

Do 

Do 


Do       /^^^^  ^^  ^^'^   C. 
^  (    tn  C. 


Ld  CathcarVs  Do. 

Refused  as  he  ask. 
ed  to  retire  to  ^ 

^^ot  appd  either 
f^ytbe  C.  in  C. 
or  Ld  c. 


Res- 
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Hestored  to  full  \         G  Ofi  ■«•    / 

Pay  in  Aug.  1804  \  EnsignOTan-el,  l?id  ll.ade,  U.u.c.o.,J^Cat,cart 

Entd.  Army  in)         Joshua  ==::= 

28  v^i/^.  1804.   ^EnM<Tn  Wilson  >y' tl  \r,i     r^ 

3       -  ^n      ibon  iN  .S.  ^^  ales  Corps,  Lieutenant  C.  inCs  harr. 

7.  .     ^  J-   ^J'  ~  — ===== 

Do.   ,5  Oct.  .804  Ensign  Calli„,ore      83.  Reg.    .     Lieutena„t^^^^__ 

Tlios  "  -^s= 

Do.  15  ^^^g-.Z)o.  Ensign  Vivian    -     io:h j),  ^^ 

Do.7Sept.Do.     Ensign  Thompson    72      .  n  f  ^'^^/^Pi>''"Mer 

■^  -     -      Do       ^    byH.R.H.vr 

'    Zr/  Cathcart. 

Ensign  .l/<i)..;;,/,  Roe,  Irish  Brigade  D,       ^^]^?^ 
Ensign  /r«/c/..«     57'»   -    .    -    -    Do  2l.^ri~ 

Z^o. 2« 8 /)^cl 804  Ensign  Ennis    -    47th-    _  n  ^       . 

Ensign  Annstronff    -    .     -     .  v^.\^,.  " "^^^^ 

Ensign  Atkinson  -     .     -     .     .    "     ^A^^'^ 

Ensign  Conway ,     j^,, 

l^nsign  Mirevth    -     -     -     .     .  j^^ 

Ensign  Lawrence    -    -     .     .        '     nl 
Ensign  Taylor '  ^^ 

STAFF. 

•— — ~~  < 

Thomas  Sadlier    -    -     Paymaster    .     .     S^^^y-^tberecomdhy 

i  Jl^Sec^af  Har. 

Wmm?l'^j;     ■     ■     ^    -Adjutant      -     -  -— -— = 

^^  .11- iMathew    -     .     .  Qiarter-Master 
Iho^Creswell     -     .     ,   Surgeon  -        ( 

John  Hill    ....     r,f''%  \  ^f^'-^t  he  recom^ 

Roger  Hanley       .     .     ^SSl^     \htk^ea.D.,, 

l^riginal  marked  over  with  a  pendh  ''''^-  ^'  **  i^^S^rald,  are  £  the 

Q.  Does  it  appear  that  he  applied         A  Wifh  i,- 
'or  leave  to  purchase  a  Lieutenant-         O  wf.  h      ''^?'"^  ^'^  ^^"^^^• 
'Olonelcy }  '^"''"^  ^-  >^  as  he  an  old  Captain  m  the 

A.  1  do  not  find  any  such   annli  ^'T  v      u 
ation.                         "^  '"'^  ^PP'^^         A.  Yes,  he  was  a  Captain  of  J  794 

Q-  Have  you  any  documents  re  ^^^.""f^^^^V^-^ding. 

Pecting  the'promoU  of  0^1^  tails' Z''  ^ '^'  '^^^  ^^^^^  «^^-P^ 

^--  to  a  M,or.ty  m  ^u^  '^^':^:^t^;^^ 

A.  Yes,  I  have  ,V  f  ""^  f^'^  P^-etensions  of  officers  of 

Q.  Where  was*  Captain  Ximenes         A  Tes  Te  'T"'  '"  '  ^''''^^""^^^  * 
^^^n  h^  was  promoted  J  "'  ^^  '^^^'• 

^  [Colo^ 
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[CoLON-EL  Gordon  delivered  in  the  Papers.'^ 

«  Ximcnes  was  a  Capt.  of  Nov.  1794, 
and  promoted  to  a  Majority  m  the 
62d  Reff^  on  the  28th  Aug.  l804,  m 
conseqifence  of  the  accompanying 
Applications  from  his  Brother. 

1 

Capt.  Ximenes,  Wargrave  Rangers. 
29''^  April  1804. 

«  N"  4,  Wey mouth-Street,  Portland-Place^ 
a  Sir  "    29  April  1804.  ^ 

*^  Mv  Brother  Capt"  David  Ximenes  of  the  ^O^*^  Keg 
Aiow  at  Halifax),  being  a  Cap-  since  1794,  mducesme, 
'm  his  absence,  to  have  the  honor  of  requesting  you  11 
be  pleased  to  interest  yourself  with  his  Royal  Highness 
theSmander  in  Chief,  for  the  purpose  of  obtaining 
him  permission  to  enter  on  an  arrangement  (63/  me)  tor 
r-^^sinu:  men  under  the  late  regulation,  tor  a  Majority  for 
hTm    ^Iwasverysuccessful  in  raising  a  large  proportion 

of Thelate  Windsor  Foresters  Fen.  Cav.  in  which  1  served 
from  Its  commencement  to  the  general  reduction  ot  ten. 
Cav  m  I800.  Iwilluseeveryexertiontilhisretmn, 
.vhich  i  humbly  hope,  in  consideration  ot  his  being  a 
Captn  of  near  ten  years  standing,  and  having  purchased 
evei-y  step,  his  Ro'yal  Highness  will  graciously  permit ; 
and  I  beg  leave  fuither  to  state,  that  when  he  was  on  the 
recruiting  service  he  was  very  successful. 

I  am,  S% 
With  the  utmost  respect, 
«Col.CU„to„,5cc.S.c.acc."        You.™ost^Ob^H-S.^^ 

Cap*"  ConV  Wargrave  Rangers. 
To  he  VLOted. 

1 

Maidenhead,  22^  Aug*  1804. 

.The  Memorial  of  Capu  M^  ^rT' f  A\SeTot 
Rangers,  in  behalf  of  his  Brother,  Cap*  D.  Ximenes  ot 

the  29  Reg*. 

His  Brother's  claims  will  be  considered, 
u  To  Field  Marshal  His  ^^yal  Highness    the  Duke  ol 
York,  Commander  in  Chief,  Sec  &c.  &c. 

*<  The  Memorial  of  Captain  Moris  p^^^f.^^^^^^^^'^^^t"' 
nf  the  W^ar-rave  Rangers,  on  behalf  of  his  Brothe 
Captin  Da?id  Ximen^es  of  the  29^  Regtment  of  Foot 
now  on  duty  wtth  his  Regiment ; 

**  Mos 
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"  Most  humbly  Sheweth, 
"  That  your  Memorialist  having  seen  in  the  Gazette  several 
Captains  promoted  to  Majorities,  junior  to  the  abovesaid  Cao- 
tain  David  Ximenes  of  the  29"'  Foot,  most  humbly  prays  that 
Your  Royal  Highness  will  be  pleased  to  take  his  said  Brother's 
length  of  Service  f  being  nearly  ten  years  a  Captain)  into  consi- 
deration, and  recommend  him  to  His  Majesty  for  promotion. 

And  your  Memorialist  will  everpr^y. 

M.  Ximenes." 


'<  Bear  Place, 
Maidenhead 
Berks, 

22<i  August,  1804.'' 


'^  Capt.  D.  Ximeaes^ 


*^  He  is  Captain  of 
1 794,  &  ayoung  m_an — 
does  your  R.  H.   ap- 
prove of  his  beingnoted  '<  I  have  posted  Capu 
for  promotion— he   is       X  to  the  (jid, 
abroad  with  his  Corps.*  /.  Jf^  Qj* 


'^  Approved, 

c.  l: 


London  ^3^  Dec"  1804. 
Major  Ximenes,  62^  I^eg*- 

*'  New  Hummums, 
'*^^^*  Dec'.  23,  1804. 

'*  I'll  thank  you  to  have  the  goodness  to  inform  his  Royal  Hio-h- 
»ess  the  Commander  in  Chief,  of  my  arrival  here,  and  of  my  readi- 
ness to  join  the  Regiment,  to  which  his  condescendino-  kindness 
has  promoted  me  ;  for  which  promotion  I  should  be  haprfv  to  return 
thanks  personally  to  his  Royal  Highness. 

1  have  the  honor  to  be. 
Sir, 

Your  most  OV  Serv^, 

D.  Xl.VIENES, 

,    ^      ^  .  Major  62^  Rez'." 

«<  D  Coil  Gordon,.  ,      -^  •' 

&C.  &C.&C. 

Horse  Guards." 

Major  Ximenes 
.      62^^  Reg^ 


For  your  R.  Highness's  perusal. 


He   must  join 
his  KvQ-\ 


(^By  Lord  Folkstone.) 
Q.  Was  the  levy  of  this  regiment 

of  Lord  Matthew's  completed  ? 
A.  It  is  actually  now  a  regiment 

of  the  line,  and  serving,  I  thmk,  in 

the  Bahamas;  it  is   the  99th  regi- 

raent. 

Q.  Was  it  completed  in  the  vear 


A.  It  was  so  far  completed  as  to 
entitle  him  to  recori:mend  hisofilcers; 
it  was  completed  according  to  his 
letter  of  service,  at  least  I  believe  so  ; 
it  was  regularly  inspected  by  the 
commander  of  the  forces  in  Ireland, 
and  1  know  nothing  to  the  con- 
trary. 

Q.   You 
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Q.You  observe  in  the  statement 
of  Colonel  Brooke's  services,  he  is 
appointed  to  the  oihh  regiment  on 
the  5th  January  1 805  I 

A.  I  see  it  is  so. 

Q.  Having  stated,  in  your  former 
'  evidence,  that  it  was  necessary  to 
make  inquiries  into  the  services  of 
Lieutenant-Colonel  Brooke,  on  the 
§rst  of  July,  when  the  exchange  was 
proposed;  were  not  inquires  made 
previous  to  the  5th  of  January,  when 
he  was  appointed  as  effective  to  the 
56th  regiment  of  foot  from  half^pay  ? 

A.  I  take  for  granted  that  due  in- 
quires were  made ;  but  I  think  I  have 
stated  in  my  evidence  that  particular 
inquiries  were  necessary  on  his  ex- 
change to  the  cavalry. 

Q.  You  mean  that  enquiries  re- 
specting Colonel  Brooke  were  made 
with  respect  to  his  fitness  as  a  field 
OiScer  of  cavalry  ? 

A.  I  mean  exactly  that. 

Q.  You  will  observe,  that  the  only 
services  of  Colonel  Brooke  as  a  ca- 
valry officer,  are  for  three  months  as 
a  cornet  in  17^3  ;  state  what  the  re- 
sult of  your  inquires  into  the  services 
of  Colonel  Brooke  as  a  cavalry  of- 
ficer were,  in  addition  to  those  stated 
as  a  cornet  for  three  months  in  J  793' 

A.  That  very  circumstance  made 
the  inquiries  still  more  necessary,  and 
the  result  of  them  was  satisfactory, 
as  I  have  before  stated ;  and  that 
they  were  satisfactory,  the  services 
of  Colonel  Brooke  have  since  very 
fully  proved. 

Q.  State  what  other  services  Col. 
Brooke  was  engaged  in,  which  could 
give  him  a  knowledge  of  cavalry,  in 
addition  to  the  three  months  during 
which  he  was  cornet  in  I7i)3. 

A.  1  have  already  stated  to  the 
Committee,  and  it  is  in  evidence  be- 
fore theni,  that  I  kept  no  memoran- 
dum in  wriimg  of  such  inquiries,  but 
that  the  result  of  such  enquiries  was 
satisfactory  ;  the  conduct  of  Colonel 
Brooke,  in  the  command  of  his  re- 
giment, has  proved  that  they  were 
eminently  satisfactory. 


[The  following  entry  was  read  from 
the  London  Gazette  of  the  18th  of 
August,   1804-: 

**  1  ith  regiment  of  foot,  Lieutenant- 
Colonel  Hon.  Wm,  Bligh,  from 
the  half-pay  of  the  A-lth  foot,  to  be 
Lieutenant-Colonel."] 

LAfter  this  witness  had  withdrawn 
Colonel  Hamilton  was  ordered  to 
be  next  called,  but  as  he  did  not 
immediately  attend,  SirT.  Turtoii 
said,  he  wished  to  ask  Mr.  Adam 
a  few  questions.] 

(Mr.  Adam  was  accordingly  examined 
as  follows :) 

Q.  You  stated  in  your  first  exa- 
mination, that  you  considered  Mrs. 
Clarke  had  prejudiced  his  Royal 
Highness's  interest  and  his  name 
with  regard  to  money,  and  that  an 
investigation  took  place ;  in  conse- 
quence of  that  investigation,  did  any 
proofs  appear  of  his  Royal  Highness's 
name  having  ever  been  used  by  her 
to  procure  money  ? 

A.  It  is  impossible  for  me  to  state 
the  particular  facts  that  appeared, 
but  I  remember  perfectly  well  it  was 
certainly  established  that  there  had 
been  transactions  with  regard  to 
goods  and  likewise  with  regard  to 
bills,  which  satisfied  me  that  that 
representation  was  correct ;  I  made 
no  memorandum  at  the  time. 

Q.  Then  you  cannot  state  any 
particular  transactions,  or  any  par- 
ticular sum  for  which  the  name  of 
the  Duke  of  York  was  made  use  of 
to  raise  money  for  Mrs.  Clarke .? 

A.  Certainly  not. 

Q.  Can  you  stale  the  sources  from 
whence  you  derived  the  information 
of  its  being  so  raised  ? 

A.  I  believe  1  have  already  stated 
in  that  part  of  my -evidence,  that,  in 
order  to  obtain  the  information  that 
was  necessary  to  enable  his  Royal 
Highness  to  judge  what  course  he 
should  take  with  respect  to  Mrs. 
Clarke,  I  communicated  with  ]Mr, 
Lowten,  and  he  employed  Mr.  Wil- 
kinson ;    Mr.    Wilkinson   made    an 

iuves- 
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investigntion,  and  reported  the  cir- 
cmnstaiices  to  me. 

Q.  It  appears  in  your  evidence, 
that  the  facts  of  the  raising  of  money, 
or  the  prejudicing  the  interests  of  the 
Duke  of  York,  by  making  <ise  of  his 
name,  were  communicated,  after  the 
investigation,  to  his  Royal  Highness; 
were  they  communicated  to  his  Royal 
Highness  by  yourself,  or  by  Mr. 
Lowten,    or    by    Mr.    Wilkinson. 

A.  The  result  of  the  investigation 
was  drawn  up  by  Mr.  Wilkinson  or 
Mr.  Lowten,  [  do  not  know  which, 
and  that  was  conveyed  to  his  Royal 
Highness,  not  by  my  hand,  but  trans- 
mitted to  his  lioval  Hiuliness  when 
he  was  at  Oatlands,  I  believe,  upon 
the  7th  or  9th  of  May,  iS06. 

Q.  I  understood  by  your  evidence, 
that  his  Royal  Highness  the  Duke  of 
Vork  was  very  unwillmg  to  believe 
the  f^ts  that  were  charged  against 
IMrs.  Clarke;  is  the  Committee  to 
understand,  that,  after  the  investi- 
gation was  made,  and  the  facts  were 
communicated  to  his  Royal  High- 
ness, he  was  then  satisfied  that  she 
had  made  use  of  his  name,  aad  pre- 
judiced his  interest  by  so  doing  ? 

A.  I  can  only  answer  that  by  stat- 
ing what  his  Royal  Highness's  con- 
duct was:  his  R©yal  Highness,  in 
consequence  of  being  possessed  of 
the  information  which  I  have  stated 
to  have  been  conveyed  to  him,  im- 
mediately or  very  soon  after  came  to 
a  resolution  to  take  the  step  of  sepa- 
^atins[  from  Mrs.  Clarke. 

Q.  Then  I  understand  you  to  say, 
that  the  consequence  of  laying  these 
facts  before  his  Royal  Highness  the 
Duke  of  Yc)rk,  was  his  separation 
from  Mrs.  Clarke  } 

A.  1  can  draw  no  other  conclusion 
than  that ;  for,  as  I  have  already 
stated  in  my  evidence,  before  that 
time,  there  was  no  reason  to  suppose 
that  his  Royal  Highness  intended  to 
separate  from  Mrs.  C^irke;  and, 
after  that  time,  he  did  take  that  de- 
termination. 

Q  Did  you  read,  at  any  time;  the 
NO.  J8. 


statement  that  was  drawn  up  by  Mr. 
Lowten  or  Mr.  Wilkinson,  and  sub- 
mitted to  liis  Royal  Highness  the 
Duke  of  York  ? 

A.  I  certainly  did. 

Q.  Does  your  recollection  furnish 
you  with  any  specific  sum  that  was 
raised  by  Mrs.  Clarke  in  the  Duke  of 
York's  name,  without  his  authority  ? 

A.  No,  it  does  not. 

Q.  Probably  you  know  whether 
the  paper  which  was  delivered  to  his 
Royal  Highness  the  Duke  of  York,  is 
in'the  possession  of  his  Royal  Highness 
at  present? 

A.  I  never  have  seet  that  paper 
since. 

{By  Lord  Folkstone.) 

Q.  When  did  you  first  hear  of  the 
note  in  the  possession  of  Captain  San- 
don  ? 

A.  On  Saturday  morning,  the  4th 
of  this  month,  between  ten  and  eleven 
o'clock. 

Q.  From  whom  did  you  hear  of  it  ? 

A.  I  heard  of  it  from  Colonel  Ha- 
milton ;  Colonel  Hamilton  came  to  my 
house  on  Saturday  morning,  between 
ten  and  eleven  o'clock,  before  I  was 
out  of  my  bed. 

Q.  State  to  the  Committee  what 
passed  upon  that  occasion. 

A.  Colonel  Hamilton  carae  to  my 
house  between  ten  and  eleve*  o'clock 
on  Saturday  morning,  and  was.  shewn 
up  to  me.  He  immediately  mention- 
ed to  me  that  he  had  seen  Captaia 
Sandon  at  Portsmouth;  that  Captain 
Sandon  had  communicated  with  him 
upon- the  subject  of  this  inquiry;  he 
said,  that  Captain  Sandon  had  asked 
hiai  how  he  should  conduct  Iiimself ; 
that  he  had  told  Captain  Sandon  that 
there  could  be  no  rule  for  his  conduct, 
but  one,  which  was  to  adhere  strictly 
to  trutli,  to  tell  every  thing  he  knew, 
that  it  would  not  at  all  avail  him  to  do 
otherwise,  even  if  he  should  have  an 
inclination,  because  he  would  be  exa- 
mined, J  think  he  said,  by  Hie  united 
ability  of  the  country.  He  then  told 
me,  that  Captain  Sandon  told  him  that 
he  had  some  letters  upon  the  subject 
3  N  ^f 
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of  his  transactions  with  Mrs.  Clarke, 
and  that  lie  li^id  a  note,   which  is  the 
note  in  question,,  which  he  believed  (o 
be  in  the  D'lke  of  York's  hand- wri- 
ting ;  that  that  note  he  had  siiewn  to 
Captain  Tonyn   before  he  was  made 
^la jor  Tanyn,  in  order  to  induce  hira 
either  to  kecji  the  deposit  which  he  had 
made,  or  to  replace  the  deposit  which 
he  had  nude,  I  caniiot  exactly  recol- 
lect which  ;  that  deposit  he  had  threat- 
ened  to  withdraw  in  consequence  of 
the  delay  between  the  first  interview 
he,  Captain  SandoH,  had  with  Captain 
TonyUj   on  the  subject  of  his  promo- 
tion,  which  he  represented,   I  think, 
as    being  nearly    two    months;    that 
there  was  likewise  another  note,  which 
note  had  been  delivered,  as  he  stated, 
to  M;!Jor  Tonyn,  which   was  a  aote 
saying  he  was  to  be  gazetted  to-night, 
or  in   words  to  that  effect.     Colonel 
Hamilton  told  nie  he  had  given  strict 
injunctions  to  Captain  Sandon  to  pre- 
serve the  note  whicli  he  represented  as 
in  the  Duke  of  York's  hand-writing, 
and"  which  I    understand   now  to  be 
the  note  about    wliich  tliere  has  been 
so  much  incjuiry  here,  t'hn  original  of 
M'hich  has  been  prndnced,  and  every 
paper.     I  said  to  Colonel   Hamilton, 
that  nothing  could   be  more  correct 
than  his  instruction  ;   that  it  still  re- 
mained to  be  seen  what  the  terms  of 
the  note   were,  and  to  be  judged  of 
whether  it   was  the  Duke  of  York's 
hand-writing;  I  desired  Colonel   Ha- 
milton, therefore,   to   go  to   Captain 
Sandon,  and  to  desire  to   look  at  the 
note,,  and  to  take  a  copy  of  it,  and  to 
repeat  his  injunctions  in  the  strongest 
manner,   to  preserve  all  the  paj)ers, 
and  among  the  rest  the  note.    Colonel 
Hamilton    returned   to  my    house,    I 
think  it  must  have  been  considerably 
before  one  o^clock  ;  it  was  after  twelve 
or  al>out  twelve;   he  told  me,   that  he 
had  repeated  those  instructions,   that 
he  had  taken  a  copy  of  the  note,  which 
he  brought  to  me,  which  I  perused, 
and  found  to  be  in  the  very  terms  of 
the  note  which  has  been  since  produc- 
ed ;  and  he  added  that  according  to 
his  opinion    and    belief,    it    was    the 
Duke  of  York's  hand  writing.    I  then 


told  him  that  such  eircumstances  rmi*t 
be  immediately  communicated,  and 
I  wished  him,  therefore,  to  go  to  Mr. 
Perceval,  with  a  note  which  I  wrote, 
and  that  I  would   follow  as  soon  as  L 
could.      Colonel   Hamilton    went    to 
Mr.  Perceval,  which  I  know,  because 
I  found  him  there,    and  had  told  Mr, 
Perceval  the  story  before-  I  had  arriv- 
ed.    Mr.  Perceval   and  myself  deli- 
berated on  the  course  to  be  taken,  and 
having  understood  from   Colenel  Ha- 
miIton*^s  representations  (for  I  believe 
neither  of  us  ever  saw  Captain  San- 
don till    he  came  to  the  bar   of  this 
house)  that  Captain  Sandon  had  been, 
applied  to  by  Mrs.  Clarke,  and  1  think 
he  said    Mr.  Wardle,   but  I  will  not 
be   sure,  and   Mr.  Lowten,  to  go  to 
them,    it  was  Mr.  Perceval's  sugges- 
tions, and  my  own,  I  believe  mutually 
almost,     that    the    most    adviseable 
course  for  us  to  direct  Colouel  Hamil- 
ton to  take,  was   to  instruct  Captain 
Sandon  to   hold  no  further  communi- 
cation with  any  person  whatever,   till    . 
he  appeared  at  the  Bar  of  this  House, 
and  likewise  to  instruct  him,  to  pre- 
serve the  note  and  all  the  papers  he 
had  spoken  of.     Colonel  Hamilton  rc' 
ceived  those  instructions  at  Mr.  Per- 
ceral's  house,  and  went,  as  I  presum- 
ed, to  niakethe  communica-tion  imme- 
diately to  Captain  Sandon,  which  wa» 
to  be  done  before  two  o'clock,  because 
Sandon  had   promised,  as  we  under- 
stood from  Colonel  Hamilton,  to  give 
his  answers,  to  the  persons  who  had 
desired  to.  see  him,  at  that  hour.     Af- 
ter having  given  these  directions  to 
Colonel   Hamilton,  it  was  agreed  by 
Mr.   Perceval   and  myself,  that  this 
malter  ought  to  be  communicated  lo 
the  Duke  of  York,  and  it  was  further 
agreed  by  us,  that  the  matter  should 
be  brought  before  the  House  af  Com- 
mons by  us,  In  case  it  did  not  make  its 
appearance  in  the  evidence  of  Captain 
Sandori.  ^   I  went  in  search  of  his  Roy- 
al Highness  the  Duke  of  York,  bwt  it 
was  the  evening  before  I  saw  hinj ;  I 
coniinunicated  the  matter  to  him,   h.e 
expressed    his  surprise  and  astonish- 
ment, and  declared  the  impossibility 
of  his  Qver  having  made  any  such  com- 
munication. 
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iTiunlcation,  anJ  wished  immediately 
to  go  to  Mr.  Perceval  ;  we  went  to  Mr. 
Perceval's  together,  where  he  made  a 
similar  asseveration,  and  again  at  Co- 
lonel Gordon's.  I  did  not  see  his 
Eoyai  Highness  again  till  between 
three  and  four  o'clock  on  Sunday  the 
5th,  and  I  did  not  see  Colonel  Hamil- 
ton until  Sunday  at  one  o'clock,  when 
1  saw  him  tor  the  purpose  of  learning 
whether  he  had  execuj.ed  the  deliver- 
ing the  instructions  to  Captain  Sandon 
in  the  manner  that  Mr.  Perceval  and 
myself  had  required  ;  Colonel  Hamil- 
ton told  me  that  he  had  delivered 
them  in  the  very  terms;  tiiat  Captain 
Sandon  had  said,  that  he.  Colonel 
Hamilton,  might  depend  upon  his, 
Captain  Sandon's,  obeying  his  instruc- 
tions ;  but  that  he  would  be  extremely 
angry  with  him,  or  extremely  enraged 
Avith  him,  I  am  not  sure  which  was 
(he  expressioi],  for  he  had  already 
disobeyed  one  of  his  iustructions,  ho 
had  destroyed  the  note  ;  upon  which, 
according  to  Colonel  Hamilton's  repre- 
sentation, he  said,  Good  God,  have 
you  destroyed  the  note?  Of  course  I 
expressed  myself  to  a  similar  effect  to 
Colonel  Hamilton  w'hen  he  ihade  the 
communication  to  me  respecting  the 
destruction  of  the  note.  I  went  l©  Mr. 
Perceval,  according  to  appointment 
made  the  day  before,  and  communi- 
cated to  him  this  fact,  as  stated  by 
Colonel  Hamilton;  this  became  again 
the  subject  of  our  deliberations,  and 
■we  again  determined  that  It  was  our 
duty,  as  Members  of  Parliament,  (o 
bring  the  matter  forward,  leaving  it 
to  ourselves  to  judge  in  some  measure, 
with  regard  to  the  time  of  bringing  it 
forward ;  and  in  order  that  there  might 
not  be  a  possibility  of  supposing  that 
we  brought  it  forward  or  kept  it  back 
according  to  circumstances,  it  was  de- 
termined to  make  the  communication 
to  certain  Members  of  this  House, 
Accordingly  the  fa(;ts,  as  I  have  now 
stated  them,  were  communicated  to 
Lord  Casllereagh,  to  Mr.  Canning, 
to  the  Attorney  and  Solicitor  General, 
to  Lord  Henry  Petty,  to  Mr.  Whit- 
hvQSii   and    to  General    Fitzpatrick. 


This  brings tl\e  fact  down  to  the  tran- 
saction in  this  Hou#. 

Q.  Mr.  Lowten  is  employed  as  an 
agent  of  the  Duke  of  York? 

A.  He  is. 

Q.  Has  Mr.  Lowten  been  in  tl>e 
prattice  of  examining  the  witnesses 
that  were  produced  in  support  of  the 
charges  against  the  Duke  of  York  ? 

A.  I  really  do  not  kuQW  whether 
he  has  or  net. 

<^  When  ycj  stated  the  circum- 
stance of  this  note  to  the  Duke  of 
York,  did  the  Duke  of  York  state  that 
he  never  had  v.ritten  such  a  note  with 
a  view  of  influencing  Captain  Tonyn, 
a^  it  has  been  represented  by  Cap  ain 
Sandon^  or  that  he  had  never  written 
snch  a  note  at  all  to  Mrs.  Clarke  ? 
-  A.  The  Duke  of  York  stated,  that 
he  was  perfectly  sure  that  he  iiad  ne- 
ver written  such  a  note;  that  he  had 
not  a  recollection  of  it  at  all, 

Q.  Did  he  state  to  you,  that  he  had 
never  written  to  Mrs.  Clarke  upon 
the  subject  of  military  affairs? 

A.  He  always  stated  to  me,  that  .to 
the  best  of  jiis  recollection,  he  had  ne- 
ver written  to  Mrs.  Clarke  on  the  sub- 
ject of  military  affairs,  and  that,  if  lie 
had  done  it,  it  must  have  been  very 
rarelv. 

Q.  Have  you  any  objection  to  state 
what  were  the  grounds  of  your  with- 
holding this  comniunication  fronj  the 
House  lill  the  period  it  was  brought 
forward  ? 

A.  The  ground  that  influenced  my 
mind  was,  that  I  thought  if  the  com-" 
munication  had  been  brought  forward 
at  an  earlier  period,  it  might  have 
embarrassed  thecourse  of  proceedings 
in  the  inquiry,  at  the  instance  of  the 
gentleman  who  set  it  on  foot,  and  that, 
in  considering  the  whole  circum- 
stances of  the  case,  justice  would  be 
better  obtained,  whatever  the  effect  of 
that  note  might  be,  by  keeping  it  back 
till  tlni  period  when  it  was  allowed  to 
transpire.  I  can  only  say  now  wiiat 
were  my  n^otives  and  reasons  for  that 
conduct;  that  was  v;hat  influenced  me 
in  the  opinion  I  gave  in  consultation 
with  Mr.  Perceval  upon  Ih.-d  siil.iject. 
3  N  2  ]  nicu- 
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I  mentioned  that  I  did  not  see  the 
Duke  of  York  again  till  three  or  four 
o'clock  on  Sunday  ;  at  one  o'clock  on 
Sunday  I  was  informed,  by  Colonel 
Hamilton,  of  Sandon's  having  declar- 
ed the  note  to  be  destroyed.  Between 
three  and  four  o'clock  on  Sunday  I  in- 
formed the  Duke  of  York  of  that  fact. 
I  think  it  right  to  state  that  as  a  mate- 
rial fact  in  the  case. 

Q.  You  have  stated,  that  one  mo- 
tive which  you  had  for  keeping  back 
the  mention  of  this  note  to  so  late  a 
period,  was,  lest  you  should  embarrass 
the  gentleman  who  brought  forward 
this  inquiry,  by  the  premature  disclo- 
sure of  the  note  ;  explain  to  the  Com- 
niittee  how  that  disclosure  would  have 
embarrassed  him  more  than  the  cross- 
examinations  which  took  place,  when 
the  witnesses  app»  ared  at  the  bar? 

A.    \  considered  this  note,   and  the 
transaction  respecting  it,  the  disclosure 
rtespecting  its  destruction,  to  form  one 
of   the    most    extraordinary    features 
that  1  had  ever  known  of  in  any  case. 
If  I  had  been  in  the  course  of  exnmin- 
jng  witnesses  much  in  this  proceeding, 
I  should  have  avoided  cross-examin- 
ing to  that  ctfect,  thinking  the  mode 
that  was  adopted  a  more  satisfactory 
means  of  bringing  it  forward ;  and   I 
believe  it   will  be  found,   that  there 
-was   no  cross-examination  of  Sandon 
to  that  fact,  nor  any  thing  that  could 
lead  to  it ;  and  therefore,  answering 
to  the  motive,  and  not  to  the  fact,  1 
can  only  say  it  does  not  strike  me  that 
this  stands  upon  the  same  footing  as 
the  ordinary  cross-examination  of  wit- 
nesses, according  to  my  conception. 

Q.  Why  should  its  being  an  ex- 
traordinary feature,  prevent  its  being 
presented  at  an  early  period  ;  is  it 
usual  for  extraordinary  features  to  be 
kept  back  in  evidence  in  courts  of  jus- 
tice, when  they  relate  to  the  evidence 
that  witnesses  examined  in  chief,  are 
given  to  the  court  ? 

A.  I  conceive,  that  being  possessed 
of  a  fact  of  this  sort,  which  I  found  it 
my  bouuden  duty,  in  conjunction  with 
Mr.  Perceval,  to  bring  before  the  pub- 
lic, whatever  its  consequences  migl^.t 


be,  and  which  the  Koyal  Duke,  I 
believe,  had  express&d  a  desire  to  Mr. 
Perceval,  should  be  brought  b^'ore 
the  public,  that  I  had  a  right  to  exer- 
cise my  discretion,  in  conjunction 
with  Mr.  Perceval,  to  bring  it  before 
the  public  at  the  time  that,  according 
to  that  discretion,  we  should  think 
the  best,  meaning  honestly  and  dis- 
tinctly at  all  times  to  bring  it  before 
the  Hou^e. 

Q.  You  have  stated,  that  you 
thought  that  the  purposes  of  justice 
would  be  best  answered  by  not  bring- 
ing this  fact  before  the  House  sooner 
than  it  was  brought ;  will  you  explain 
how  the  purposes  of  justice  were  likely 
to  be  best  answered  by  the  delay  in 
bringing  forward  the  circumstances 
respectinL^  this  note.' 

A.  I  caM  only  state  how  I  think  the 
purposes  of  justice  would  be  bi'st  an- 
swered ;  I  cannot  l)e  so  presumptuous 
as  to  ay  that  the  purposes  of  jnstiQfr' 
were  best  answered,  but  in  my  opiMonf 
they  were,  because  it  bkought  this 
particular  featureof  the  casedistinctly, 
clearly,  and  unembarrassed,  before 
the  House  ;  that  if  it  had  been  n)ixect 
up  in  cross-examination,  or  brouj^ht 
forward  in  that  shape,  it  neither  would 
have  appeared  so  distinct,  nor  Jiave 
appeared  so  clearly  the  determination 
of  the  persons  bringing  it  forward. 

(The  Right  HonourableS?zscER Per- 
ceval, attending  in  Ins  place,  iixts 
examined  by  the  Committee^  as/ot' 
loivs :) 

Q.  Have  you  heard  the  statenieni 
of  the  honourable  gentleman  lately 
under  examination,  and  do  you  wish 
to  add  any  thing  to  that  statement  ? 

A.  I  am  not  quite  certain  that  I 
heard  the  whole.  If  it  is  wished  that 
I  should  state  the  motives  that  inHu- 
enced  my  mind,  not  in  keeping  this 
back,  birt  in  not  bringing  it  forward 
before,  I  conceived  the  case  that  was 
to  be  made  against  the  Koyal  Duke 
was  closed.  When  the  communica- 
tion \\as  made  to  n^e,  I  thought  at  the 
first  it  was  a  very  extraordinary  cir- 
cumstance;  and  vflmn   I  found  that 

the 
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I  mentioned  that  I  did  not  see  the 
Duke  of  York  again  till  three  or  four 
o'clock  on  Sunday  ;  at  one  o'clock  on 
Sunday  I  was  informed,  by  Colonel 
Hamilton,  of  Sandon's  having  declar- 
ed the  note  to  be  destroyed.  Between 
three  and  four  o'clock  on  Sunday  I  in- 
formed the  Duke  of  York  of  that  fact. 
I  think  it  right  to  state  that  as  a  mate- 
rial fact  in  the  case. 

Q.  You  have  stated,  that  one  mo- 
tive which  you  had  for  keeping  back 
the  mention  of  this  note  to  so  late  a 
period,  was,  lest  you  should  embarrass 
the  gentleman  who  brought  forward 
this  inquiry,  by  the  premature  disclo- 
sure of  the  note  ;  explain  to  the  Com- 
mittee how  tiiat  disclosure  would  have 
embarrassed  him  more  than  the  cross- 
examinations  which  took  place,  when 
the  witnesses  appeared  at  the  bar? 

A.  I  considered  this  note,  and  the 
transaction  respecting  it,  the  disclosure 
respecting  its  destruction,  to  form  one 
of  the  most  extraordinary  features 
that  1  had  ever  known  of  in  any  case. 
if  I  had  been  in  the  course  of  examin- 
ing witnesses  much  in  this  proceeding, 
{  should  have  avoided  cross-examin- 
ing to  that  effect,  thinking  t!ie  mode 
that  was  adopted  a  more  satisfactory 
means  of  bringing  it  forward;  and  I 
believe  it  will  be  found,  that  there 
was  no  cross-examination  of  Sandon 
to  that  fact,  nor  any  thing  that  could 
lead  to  it ;  and  therefore,  answering 
to  the  motive,  and  not  to  the  fact,  I 
can  only  say  it  does  not  strike  me  that 
this  stands  upon  the  same  footing  as 
the  ordinary  cross-examination  of  wit- 
nesses, according  to  my  conception. 

Q.  Why  should  its  being  an  ex- 
traordinary feature,  prevent  its  being 
presented  at  an  early  period  ;  is  it 
usual  for  extraordinary  features  to  be 
kept  back  in  evidence  in  courts  of  jus- 
tice, when  they  relate  to  the  evidence 
that  witnesses  examined  in  chief,  are 
given  to  the  court  ? 

A.  I  conceive,  that  being  possessed 
of  a  fact  of  this  sort,  which  I  found  it 
my  bonnden  duty,  in  conjunction  with 
Mr.  Perceval,  to  bring  before  the  pub- 
lic, whatever  its  consequences  might 


be,  and  which  thte  Koyal  Duke,  1 
believe,  had  expressed  a  desire  to  Mr. 
Perceval,  should  be  brought  b^bre 
the  public,  that  I  had  a  right  to  exer- 
cise my  discretion,  in  conjunction 
with  Mr.  Perceval,  to  bring  it  before 
the  public  at  the  time  that,  according 
to  that  discretion,  we  should  think 
the  best,  meaning  hone«tly  and  dis- 
tinctly at  all  times  to  bring  it  before 
the  Hou^e. 

Q.  You  have  stated,  that  3'0ii 
thought  that  the  purposes  of  justice 
would  be  best  answered  by  not  bring- 
ing this  fact  before  the  House  sooner 
than  it  v?as  brought ;  will  you  explain 
how  the  purposes  of  justice  were  likely 
to  be  best  answered  bv  the  delav  in 
bringing  forward  the  circumstances 
respecting:  this  note .' 

A.  I  can  only  state  how  I  think  the 
purposes  of  justice  would  be  best  an- 
swered ;  I  cannot  be  so  presumptuous 
as  to  ay  that  the  purposes  of  jnstioe 
were  best  answered,  but  in  my  opinux* 
they  '^ere,  because  it  biought  this 
particular  feature x>f  the  casedistinctly, 
clearly,  and  unembarrasseti,  before 
the  House  ;  that  if  it  had  been  mixed 
up  in  cross-examination,  or  bFOUghl 
forward  in  that  shape,  it  neither  would 
have  appeared  so  distinct,  nor  havt 
appeared  so  clearly  the  determination 
of  the  persons  bringing  it  forward. 

(The  night  HonourableS?zscER  Per- 
€EVAL,  attending  in  his  places  loai 
examined  by  the  Committee^  as  fol- 
lows :) 

Q.  Have  you  heard  the  statemen 
of  the  honourable  gentleman  latel3 
under  examination,  and  do  you  wis! 
to  add  any  thing  to  that  statement  ? 

A.  I   am  not  quite    certain    that  ]j 
heard  the  whole.     If  it  is  wished  thj 
I  should  state  the  motives  that  influx 
enced  my  mind,   not  in  keeping  thi 
back,  bitt  in  not  bringing  it  forward 
before,  I  conceived  the  case  that  wa<| 
to  be  made  against  the  Royal  Duk<| 
was  closed.     When  the  communic: 
tion  was  made  to  n^e,  I  thought  at  th^ 
first  it  was  a  very  extraordinary  ci 
cumstance;   and  \r!ien   I  found  thi 
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the  note,  was,  as  the  \ritrTC35  reprpsent- 
td  it,  destroyed,  coivpled  with  the  di- 
rect assertion  of  the  Royal  Duke,  that 
this  note  was  a  forgery,  I  thought  it  to 
be  a  forgery,  and  I  determined  to  act 
upon  the  supposition  of  its  being  such, 
and  upon  that  impression,  and  with  a 
view  the  better  to  detf^ct  it,  if  it  were 
80,  I  thought  it  better  tl.atall  the  wit- 
nesses that  could  in  any  degree  have 
beca  concerned   in   that  transaction, 
should  have  told  their  own  tale  to  the 
Committee,  before  they  were  in  any 
decree  informed,   by  me  at  least,    or 
by  thecour:>e  that  we  took,  of  ou;- being 
in  possession  of  any  fact,  or  inclined  to 
make  use  of  the  inforn:iation  we  had  of 
any  fact ;  it  might  break  in  upon  their 
own  pUn  of  narrating-  it  to  the  Com- 
mittee ;  if  it  had  been  a  single  case,  in- 
stead of  a  variety  of  cases,  that   were 
brought  before  the  Committee,  I  ap- 
prehend that  there  could  be  no  t(.ues- 
tion  ;   thai  on  the  part  of  the  defence 
to  that  ciiart^e,  those  who  interested 
themselves  in  the  defence  could  not 
be  called  upon  to  produce  any  part  of 
the  evidence  which  they  thought  ma- 
terial, till  they  had  the  whole  of  the 
case  that  was  to  be  brought  against 
them  laid  before  the  Court ;  and  con- 
sidering how  the  whole  of  these  cases 
are,  by  means  vf  the  same  witnesses, 
more  or  less,   being  brought  forward 
upon  them  all  ;  considering  from  that 
circumstance  how  they  w'ere  all  con- 
nected, I  conceived  it  would  be  belter 
that  this  information  should  not   be 
given  till  it  was  closed. 

Q.  Was  the  introduction  of  this  evi- 
dence settled,  upon  the  supposition 
that  the  note  was  actually  destroyed  ? 

A.  Certainly  my  impression  was, 
that  the  note  was  actually  destroyed, 
and  it  was  after  that  impression  was 
conveyed  to  me,  that  the  note  was  ac- 
tually destroyed,  that  Iconcurred  with 
my  honourable  and  learned  friend  in 
thinking  that  it  was  equally  necessary 
that  fact  should  be  l>rought  before  the 
Committee;  and  perhaps  I  might  be 
permilted  to  atW,.  that,  fteling  there 
vas  aconsiderable  dep-ree  of  awkward- 
ness  in  the  appearance  of  being  back- 
"Hard  to  bring  .forward  at  the  earlicb* 


period  a  fact  so  important  as  tliis  fact 
was,  we  did  think  that  our  own  honour 
would  hardly  be  safe,  unless  we  made 
a  communication  not  only  of  the  fact, 
but  of  our  determination  to  produce  it 
in  the  manner  in  which  we  did. 

(William  Adam,  Esq.  in  Ids  place^ 
made  a  siatanetit,  asJoUoius.) 

It  becomes  unnecessary  for  me  to 
say  any  thing  in  confirmation  of  what 
has  been  stated  by  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer,  but  1  think  it  right  t» 
stale  to  the  Committee,  that  the  whole 
courseof  our  conduct  rested  on  a  tho- 
rough conviction  that  the  note  was  de- 
stroved. 

(Mr.  Benjamin  Town  iias  tlien  call" 
ed  in,  and  examined  as  follows.) 

Q.  State  to  the  Committee  your 
name.     A.  Benjamin  Town. 

Q.  I  presume,  then,  you  are  of  the 
Jewish  persuasion  ?     A.  I  am. 

Q.  You  have  stated  on  a  former  oc- 
casion, that  in  your  transactions  with 
Mrs.  Clarke,  she  told  you  she  could 
forge  the  Duke  of  York's  name ;  are 
you  aware  that  that  word  is  applicable 
only  to  fraudulent  transactions? 

A.  That  I  cannot  sav. 

Q.  Did  you  use  it  in  that  sense? 

A.  No,  I  did  not. 

Q.  Did  you  then,  when  you  men- 
tioned the  word  forge  only  mean  the 
word  imitate  ? 

A.  Those  were  her  words,  that  she 
cou\(.{  forge  the  Duke's  name,  and  she 
has  done  it,  and  she  shewed  it  me  im- 
mediately on  a  piece  of  paper. 

Q."  Did  you  understand  that  wor(i 
forge  to  mean  imitate  ? 

A.  Those  were  the  words  that  she 
exjjressed. 

Q.  Had  you,  before  you  gave  your 
evidence  here  on  a  former  occasion, 
read  in  the  newspaper  that  part  of  Mrs, 
Clarke's  evidence,  wherein  she  spoke 
of  you  as  a  Jew,  and  said,  perhaps  you 
mi^ht  have  stolen  a  letter  or  two  from 
her? 

A,  I  never  saw  the  paper,  nor  nercr 
heard  of  it. 

Q.  Did  you  say  that  Mrs.  Clarke 
lliidycr^rccv*  the  Duke's  hand-wjiting  > 

A  She 
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A.  She  said  she  could,  and  she  has 
done  it ;  that  she  has  forged  the  Duke's 
iiame,  and  she  shewed  it  me  on  a  piece 
ofpaper. 

Q.  What  is  your  name  ? 

A.  Benjamin  Town. 

Q.  I-Iow  long  have  you  had  that 
name  ? 

A.  My  father's  name  is  Town. 

Q.  Does  your  father  go  by  the  name 
of  Town?     A.  Yes. 

Q.  How  long  has  he  gone  by  the 
name  of  Town? 

A,  That  I  do  not  know. 

Q.  Have  you  never  known  him  by 
2nv  other  ? 

A.  (4fter  some  hesitation.)     No. 

Q.  Recollect  yourself. 

A.  No,  I  have  not. 

Q.  What  is  your  father? 

A.  He  is  a  Jew. 

Q.  What  is  his  trade  ? 
.    A.  He  is  an  artist,  lie  teaches  velvet- 
painting. 

^    Q.  How  long  has  he  taught  velvet- 
painting? 

A.  Many  years. 

Q.  Do  you  remember  your  father 
carrying  on  any  other  trade  but  that 
of  velvet-painting  ? 

A.  {Ajtcr  considerable  hesitation.) 
That  1  do  not  know,  lie  might;  ladies 
have  now  and  then,  I  suppose,  asked 
him  to  recommend  some  jewellery  to 
them,  and  I  tiiink  he  has  sent  ditierent 
jewelleries  to  the  ladies. 

Q.    Did  you  ever  know  him  go  by 
the  name  of  Lyons  ? 
A.  No,  never.    ■" 

(%  Sir  T.  Turton.) 

Q.  I  understood  you  to  say,  that 
Mrs.  Clarke  to!d  vou  she  could  for^e 
the  Duke  of  York's  hand,  and  that  she 
actually  forged  his  haiui  in  your  pre- 
sence ? 

A.  She  said  that  she  could,  and  she  ^ 
has  done  it,  and  she  shewed  it  to  me 


on  a  piece  of  |5aper,  aqd  I  coald  not 
tell  the  difference  between  the  two. 

Q.  How  could  you  tell  it  was  the 
Duke  of  York's  hand-writing  ? 

A.  I  did  not  know,  only  as  she  told 
me. 

Q.  What  do  you  mean  hy  forging  T 
A.  I  do  not  know  ;  those'  were  her 

words  ;  I  only  tell  you   what  she  told 

me. 

{By  Mr.  Wardle.) 

Q.  Did  you  appear  as  a  witness  at 
the  sessions  at  Clerkenwell  ? 

A.  Yes,  1  did  ;  it  is  a  considerable 
time  back. 

Q,  Do  you  know  Mr,  Alley,  a  bar- 
rister, and  recollect  any  such  barrister 
at  those  sessions? 

A.  Yes;  he  was,  I  believe,  Mr^ 
Smith's  counsel. 

,Q.  State  whether  any  thing  parti- 
cular happened  at  that' sessions  with 
regard  to  your  evidence. 
A.  I  do  not  recollect. 
i\.  Endeavour  to  recollect  whether 
Mr.  Alley,  in  that  court,  used  any 
strong  expressions  to  you  ? 

A.  1  do  not  recollect  any;  he  said 
that  I  was  a  Jew,  and  that  all  the  Jews 
ought  to  be  punished,  or  somethingof 
that  kind  ;  he  made  use  of  some  lan- 
guage which  I  cannot  recollect. 

Q.  Is  any  indictment  now  hanging 
over  your  head  for  perj  ury  ? 

{The  zdtnessn;as  directed  to  with- 
draw.'} 

ft 

{The  ZL'itne.ss  rvas  again  called  in,  and 
the  question  nas proposed.) 

A.  No. 

Q.  Do  you  know  of  any  proceed- 
ings ? 

A.  I  know  there  is  a  proceeding, 
but  I  do  not  know  upon  what  grounds  ; 
it  is  not  against  me  ;  it  is  not  belong- 
ing to  me. 


Here  the  witness  was  directed  to  withdraw,   and  the  question  was 
objected  to.     An  honourable  member  said,   hi^  evidence   appeared  so 
suspicious,  that  itougiii  to  be  strictly  inquired  into  ;  particularly  as  he  • 
had  come  forward  to  impeach  the  evidence  of  another.     He  was  then 
called  in  again, 

Q.  Are 
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Q,  Are  you  surethtit  you  are  in  no 
vav  connected  with  that  proceed- 
ing? 

'^•A.  I  do  not  know   whether  it  is  my 
sister  or  brother  ;  I  cannot  tdll  which. 

Q.  Are  you  sure  you  are  no  way 
impHcated  in,  or  connected  with  that 
proceeding? 

A.  {Ajter  a  lofjg  pause)   No,   I  am 

not. 

Q.  What  is  tlie  proceeding,  and 
against  whom  ? 

A.  It  is  so  long  since,  I  cannot  tell; 
there  have  been  so  many,  and  Mr. 
Sinitli  has  lost  them  all,  that  I  cannot 
recollect  what  he  is  doing,  or  what  he 
intends  doing. 

[the   zvitncss  zvas  directed  to  v:itli- 
draiv.'] 

j,WiLLiAiM  Adam,  Esq.  onade  the  fol- 
lowing statement  in  his  place.) 

In  my  examination  this  evening,  I 
have  been  asked  whether  his  Roval 
Highness  statf^d  to  me,  that  he  had 
jiut  correspojuled  with  ^Ji"s.  Clarke 
upon  military  niatters ;  in  answer  to 
which,  I  said,  that  his  lloyal  lligii- 
ncss  (lid  not  recollect  ever  having 
corresponded  with  her  on  military 
matters;  or,  if  he  had,  very  rarely. 
The  latter  part  of  that  answer  is  er- 
roneous, and  without  that  addition, 
of  "  very  rarely,"  the  answer  is  cor- 
rect. 

Q.  Did  the  Duke  of  York  state  to 
you,  that  he  did  not  recollect  ever 
having  written  t<p  Mrs.  Clarke  about 
any  military  business  whatever  ? 

A.  The  Duke  of  York  certainly 
stated  to  me,  that  he  did  not  recollect 
to  have  written  to  Mrs.  Clarke  upon 
any  military  matters  whatever.  He 
afterwards  said,  that  if  he  had  ever 
written  to  Mrs.  Clarke  upon  any  mili- 
tary matters  whatever,  it  must  have 
been  merely  in  answer  to  sonie  ques^ 
tion  put  in  some  letter  of  her's  ;  and 
his  Royal  Highness  said  exprt;5sly, 
that  when  she  once  stated  something 
to  him,  early  in  their  acquaintance, 
respecting  a  promotion  in  the  arvny, 
^e&aid,  that  was  business,  that  he  could 


not  listen  to,  and  he  never  heard  any- 
thing more  of  it  afterwards. 

(John  Messenger  ivas  called  in,  and 
examined  hij  Mr.  Huskissok.) 

Q.  What  is  your  situation  in  life? 

A.  I  live  with  Mr.  Parker. 

Q.   What  is  he? 

A.  x\  goldsmith. 

Q.  Does  he  receive  goods  in  pledge? 

A.  He  does. 

Q.  He  is  a  pawnbroker  ? 

A.  He  is. 

Q.  Did  Mrs.  Clarke  ever  pledge 
any  goods  with  Mr.  Parker  ? 

A.  Yes,  she  did. 

Q.  Did  Mrs.  Clarke  ever  apply  to 
Mr.  Parker  to  discount  any  bills  ? 

A.  Yes,  she  did. 

Q.  Among  the  bills  so  discounted, 
were  there  any  drawn  by  Mr.  Dowler 
upon  Mrs.  Farquhar  ? 

A.  Yes,  there  was  one. 

Q.  State  the  date  of  that  bill,  and 
the  amount. 

A.  The  bill  was  dated  on  the  I  Itli 
of  June,  1 805,  at  two  months  after  date. 

Q.   What  did  the  bill  purport  to  be? 

A.  For  363/.  drawn  by  Dowler  and 
accepted  by  Farquhar. 

Q.  What  is  the  Christian  name  of 
Dowler?     A.  I  do  not  know. 

Q.  What  is  the  Christian  name  of 
Farquhar  ? 

A.  I  do  not  know  ;  Mrs.  Clarke  has 
credit  by  bill  of  Dowler  on  Farquhar. 

Q.  Did  Mr.  Parker  discount  that 
bill  ?     A.  He  did. 

Q.  Was  it  paid  when  it  be«ame 
due  ?     A.  No,  it  was  not. 

Q.  Did  Mr.  Dowler  draw  any  other 
bills? 

A.  No,  I  bv'^lieve  not,  not  to  my 
knowledge;  I  do  not  perceive  any 
other  bill  drav.-nby  Dowler, 

Q.  Is  there  no  other  bill  drawn  in 
the  name  of  Farquhar? 

A.  None  drawn  by  Farquhar  ;  there 
are  others  drawn  by  Mrs.  Clarke  aud 
accepted  by  Mrs.  Farquhar. 

Q,  Were  those  bills  prdd  ? 

A.  No,  not  the  day  they  w^re  due  ; 
there  was  one  for  100/.  which  we  dis- 
counted for  her  on  the  1 3th  Julv,  KSQ5. 

.  ,   Q-  That 
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Q.  That  was  not  paid  when  due  ? 

A.  No;  another  on  the  19lh  of  St-p- 
tember,  drawn  by  Chuke  on  Farquijar 
at  two  months. 

Q.   Was  that  paid  when  due?    ' 

A.  No  ;  on  the  2Vth  of  September 
\vc  discounted  another,  drawn  by 
Clarke  on  F'arquhar  the  ^7th  of  Sep- 
tember, at  two  months,  for  100/. 

Q,   Was  that  paid  when  due? 

A.  No,  I  believe  it  was  not ;  that  is 
the  nliolethat  we  discounted. 

Q.   How  were  those  bills  taken  up? 

A.  We  received  on  the  jQth  Sep- 
tem!)er  a  draft  of  tht;  Duke  of  York's, 
dated  OP  the  18th  of  January,  ISOt:, 
for  400/.  djted  forwards  three  months; 
it  was  due  on  the  18th  February. 

Q.  How  were  the  others  taken  up  ? 

A  On  the  4th  December,  we  have 
credited  her  with  a  bill  of  Bell  on 
Pritchard,  for  100/.;  another  drawn 
by  Bell  on  Millard,  for  100/. 

Q.  Were  any  others  taken  up  by  any. 
draff  or  check  of  the  Duke  of  York's  ? 


A.  We  r  waived  on  the  1  Otk  of  "Feb' 

ruary,  ]B06,  a  promissory  note,  drawn 
by  the  Duke  of  York,  payable  to  Par- 
ker, dated  on  the  8tli  of  February,  al 
four  months,  for  230/, 

Q.  Had  Mr.  Parker  jewels  or  othei 
property  of  Mrs.  Clarke's,  in  his  pos- 
session,  as  a  security  for  those  ad- 
vances ?     A.  Yes. 

Q.  Were  there  any  bills  in  1S05? 

A-  The  one  for  400/.  was  taken  Iq 
1805. 

Q.  Does  your  book  state  r/hat 
pledge  was  redeemed  by  that  bHI  in 
Sjpptember,  1805? 

A.  It  was  discounted  ;  no  pledge 
was  redeemed  in  September. 

Q.  Did  Mrs.  Clarke  deposit  ai\^ 
goods  in  pledge,  in  the  year  1805? 

A.  That  I  do  not  recollect. 

Q.  Does  not  your  book  state  that?  \ 

A.  No.  '  1 

[r/?e  ivitHcss  zvas  directed  to  xdtk 
draiv.'] 


[The  followlngentry  was  read  from  the  Gazette  of  September.^,  1804.) 

*'  48rh  regiment  of  foot,  Lieut.  William  Fry  French  to  be  Captauit 
without  purchase,  vice  Colquhoun,  proiiioied  in  the  14th  battalion  of 
Reserve." 


[The  following  entry  was  read  from  tlie  Gazette  o^  the  6ih  of  Oct(»» 

ber,  1304.] 

**  <;!.5th  regiment  of  foot,  Ensign  Henry  Grotty,  fiom  the  48  th  foot, 
to  be  Lieutcnanr,  withc>ut  purchase,*' 

Sir  T.  Turton  desired  Mary  Ann  Tavlor  to  be  called  In,  when 
the  Serjeant  reported  that  she  h.ad  left  the  House. 

Mr.  Pep.ceval  then  said,  that  as  Mrs.  Clarke  could  not  attend  to- 
morrow, according  to  the  report  of  her  physician,  he  should  require  the 
attendance  of  another  witness  or  two  on  Wednesday,  until  which  day 
he  moved,  "  That  the  Committee  should  at  its  rising  adjourn. 

The  Chairman  reported  progress,  and  the  Coinmittee  obtaiucu 
leave  to  sit  again  on  Wednesday. 

Captain  Sandon  was  ordered  to  he  remanded  to  Ncvvgatcl 

At  four  o'clock  the  House  adjourned. 
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TfFELFTH  DAK 

WEDNESDAY,    FEBRUARY  22,     1809. 


On  the  motion  of  General  Loftus,  Frederick  Smith  was 
ordered  to  attend  the  Committee  of  the  whole  House,  upon  the 
conduct  of  his  Royal  Highness  the  Duke  of  York.  Mr.  Jacob 
was  also  ordered  to  attend  the  said  Committee. 

Mr.  Wardle  having  moved  the  order  of  the  day  for  the  House 
to  resolve  itself  into  a  Committee  of  the  whole  House,  to  take 
into  farther  consideration  the  conduct  of  his  Royal  Highness  the 
Duke  of  York  : 


(Colonel  DiGBY  Hamilton  zvas  then 
called  in,  and  examined  by  Lord 
Milton.) 

Q.  When  did  you  first  know  Cap't. 
Sandon  was  in  possession  of  that  note, 
which  is  now  in  the  possession  of  the 
House  ? 

A.  He  informed  me  so  at  Ports- 
mouth, the  day  that  he  arrived. 

Q.  Was  that  before  or  after  the 
commencement  of  the  inquiry  in  this 
House  ? 

A.  It  was  after  the  inquiry  com- 
nienced. 

Q.  When  did  you  first  communi- 
cate this  intelligence,  and  to  whom 
did  you  communicate  it  ? 

A.  The  communication  was  made 
to  me  on  Wednesday,  and  on  the 
Saturday  following  I  comnjunicated  it 
to  Mr.  Adam. 

Q.  Did  Captain  Sandon  tell  you, 
that  he  considered  this  note  of  great 
importance  to  the  present  inquiry? 

A.  I  do  not  recollect  that  he  did. 

Q.  Did  Captain  Sandon  tell  you, 
that  lie  believed  this  note  was  forged  ? 

A.  Certainly  not;  no  conversation 
of  the  sort  took  place  between  Captain 
Sandon  and  myself.  ISt 

Q.  When  you  first  saw  the  note, 
did  you  believe  that  it  was  forged  or 
genuine? 

No.  19, 


A.  In  my  opinion,  I  thought  it  to 
be  the  hand-writing  of  the  Duke  of 
York,  and  therefore  1  did  not  conceive 
it  to  be  forged. 

Q.  Are  you  acquainted  with  the 
hand-writing  of  the  Duke  of  York  ? 

A.  I  have  never  seen  his  Koyal 
Highness  write;  I  have  had  occasion 
to  see  letters,  which  I  was  led  to  be- 
lieve were  hisEoyal  Highness's  writ- 
ing; and  I  have  also  seen  his  signa- 
ture to  public  documents 

Q.  Did  you  desire  Captain  San- 
don not  to  destroy  this  note  ? 

A.  Repeatedly,  and  laid  the  strong- 
est injunctions  upon  hiai  to  that  effect. 

Q,  When  you  communicated  this 
intelligence  to  Mr.  Adam,  you  be- 
lieved that  the  note  was  in  existence? 

A.  Judging  from  what  Captain 
Sandon  had  promised  me,  when  I  saw 
him  at  Portsmouth,  I  took  for  granted 
that  he  had  not  destroyed  the  note; 
I  had  no  communication  with  hint 
after  I  saw  him  on  the  business  till  I 
met  him  on  the  morning  of  my  seeing 
Mr.  Adam,  vhich  was  subsequent  to 
my  mentioning  the  occurrence  to  Mr. 
Adam. 

Q.  Did  Captain  Sandon  tell  you, 
that  he  thought  it  woul*i  be  best  to 
destroy  the  note  > 

A.  No. 

(By 
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{By  Mr.  Wilson.) 

Q.  Did  Captain  Sandon  communi- 
cate to  you  any  thing  of  his  motives 
for  wishing  to  destroy  the  note  ? 

A.  I  had  no  intimation  whatever 
from  Captain  Sandon  of  such  an  in- 
tention ;  1  only  knew,  Or  believed,  the 
note  to  be  destroyed,  upon  his  inform- 
ing me  that  jie  had  done  so. 

Q.  Was  the  occasion  of  Captain 
Sandor/s  stating  to  you  that  he  had 
destroyed  the  note,  on  your  returning 
from  Mr.  Adam  and  myself  (tiie 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequei^  with  a 
direction  to  him  not  to  destroy  it? 

A.  It  perhaps  would  be  more  satis- 
factory to  the  House,  if  I  were  to  state 
the  reasons  which  led  to  Captain  San- 
don's  making  that  declaration  to  me. 
After  I  had  seen  Mr.  Adam,  I  made 
an  appointment  with  Captain  Sandon 
to  meet  me  ;itthe  British  Coffee-house 
at  two  o'clock  on  the  same  day  ;  pre- 
vious to  going  to  the  British  Cotfee- 
house,  I  had  the  honour  of  an  inter- 
view with  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer ;  I  was  desired  to  repeat  what 
I  had    previously   stated    to    Captain 
Sandon,  the  necessity  of  his  preserv- 
ing all  the  papers,  and  that  he  should 
confine  himself  strictly  to  the  truth  in 
Jiis  examination  before  this  honourable 
Plouse.     When  I  went  to  the  British 
Coffee-house,  there  were  several  per- 
sons in  the  room,  and  I  did  not  con- 
ceive that  a  proper  place  to  talk  upon 
such  a  subject ;  I   begged  him  to  ac- 
company me,  as  I  was  going  towards 
the  city  :  h\  going  towards  Temple- 
bar,  he  said,  Colonel,  I  am  sorry  that 
I  have  not  complied  with  the  whole  of 
your  injunctions,  for  I  have  destroyed 
tJie  note.    I  told  him  that  he  had  done 
extremely  wrong;   that  it  would  be  of 
serious  consequence,  and  that  it  must 
be  his   own   affair.     I   had    no  inter- 
course whatever  with  Captain  Sandon 
from   that   period  till  the  day  of  Jiis 
commitment  by  this  lion.  House;    he 
came  to  call  upon  me  on  the  morning 
of  that  day  ;  I  met  him  after  \  left  my 
lodging  rn  Oxford  Street;  he  mention- 
ed, that    he  came  to  explain   to  me 
that  he  bad  not  destroyed  the  note. 


but  that  he  did  not  mean  to  produce 
it.  I  told  him  he  would  do  extremely 
wrong,  and  that  I  could  only  repeat 
the  injunctions  I  had  formerly  given 
him,  and  that  I  did  not  mean  to  dis- 
cuss the  subject  further.  After  some 
conversation  as  to  regimental  business, 
we  parted.  Captain  Sandon  stated, 
that  the  papers  were  his  own,  and  that 
he  thought  he  had  a  right  to  do  what- 
ever he  thought  proper  with  them. 

(/iy  Lord  Mitxax.) 

Q.  Did  Captain  Sandon  tell  you 
why  he  did  not  mean  to  prodijce  the 
papers  ? 

A.  Ko,  he  did  not  assign  any  rea- 
son whatever. 

{By  Alderman'  CombeO 
Q.  In  the  first  conversation  you  had 
with  Captain  Sandon,  or  at  a  future- 
conversation  when  he  produced  the 
note,  did  he  say  they  had  forgotten 
this  ? 

A.  It  is  impossible  for  me  to  recol-^ 
lect  at  what  period  he  mentioned  ta 
me  that  iie  did  not  confine  his  obser- 
vations to  the  note,  but  he  said,  he 
believed  the  party  who  brought  for- 
ward the  inquiry  were  not  aware  that 
suich  papers  were  in  his  possession. 

{By  Mr.  Thompsc^n.) 

Q.  In  your  tirst  conversation  with 
Captain  Sandon  iipon  this  subject,  did. 
Captain  Sandon  promise  that  he  would 
preserve  the  note;  upon  the  second 
interview,  did  he  not  tell. you  that  he 
had  destroyed  the  note;  and  upon  a 
subsec^uent  interview,  did  he  not  tell 
you  that  it  was  not  destroyed? 

A.  No,  that  is  not  tb€  order  of 
things.  Captain  Sandon  promised 
me  that  he  would  follow  the  whole  of 
my  injunctions;  I  did  not  lay  any 
particular  stress  upon  that  note,  or  any 
note,  but  told  him  to  preserve  all  the 
papers,  to  speak  the  truth,  and  notto. 
prevaricate;  it  was  a  general  injunc- 
tion, but  nothing  specific.  With 
respect  to  trie  note,  that  was  the  first 
conversation  ;  the  second  conversation 
was  of  the  same  tendency ;  it  was  at 
the  third  interview,  after  we  left  the- 
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British  Coffee-house,  he  informed  me 
that  he  had  destroyed  the  note. 

Q.  And  upon  the  fourth,  he  in- 
fonned  }ou  it  was  still  in  his  posses- 
sion ? 

A.  Moi-e  than  a  week,  probably  a 
fortnight,  had  elapsed  before  he  told 
ne  the  note  was  in  his  possession, 
because  it  was  on  the  Saturday  after 
the  interview  with  Mr,  Adam,  that  I 
learned  he  had  destroyed  the  note,  and 
I  expressed  surprise  that  he  had  done 
so.  I  did  not  see  Captain  Sandon, 
except  getting  out  of  a  gentleman's 
carriage,  the  day  of  his  examination, 
when  I  had  not  further  conversation 
than  my  expressing  that  1  hoped  he 
had  not  had  any  intercourse  either 
with  Mr.  I^wten  or  the  other  party; 
but  nothing  passed  further  on  the  sub- 
ject of  the  papers  till  the  morning  of 
the  day  that  he  was  committed. 

Q.  A  fortnight  after  Captain  San- 
don had  said  that  he  had  de-^troyed 
the  note,  he  informed  you  that  he 
had  not  destroyed  the  note,  which 
was  on  the  day  of  his  examijiatioii 
here  ? 

A.  Exactly  so. 

Q.  When  you  copied  the  note,  was 
the  note  in  an  envelope;  was  there 
any  cover  upon  the  note,  and  if  so, 
did  you  observe  the  hand-writing  of 
the  direction  upon  that  cover? 

A.  If  my  recollection  is  correct,  I 
believe  that  it  was  not  inclosed  in  a 
cover  ;ihe  directioii  was  something 
Farquhar,  Esq.  I  believe  George  Far- 
«|uhar,  Esq.  and  the  hand-writing  ap- 
peared to  me  not  to  be  the  same  with 
the  contents  of  the  note  ;  it  was  not 
written  with  that  freedom  and  ease 
which  the  contents  of  the  note  were. 

Q.  What  induced  you  to  copy  that 
note  particularly  ? 

A.  J  was  desired  by  Mr.  Adam  to 
do  so. 

(%Mr.  C.W.Wynke.) 

Q.  You  have  mentioned  the  very 
proper  advice  which  you  gave  Captain 
Sandon,  to  preserve  carefully  every 
paper,  and  not  to  prevaricate  before 
this  House,  but  to  speak  nothing  but 
the  truth  ;  were  you  induced  tj  give 


that  advice  simply  by  a  consideration 
of  its  general  propriety,  or  in  conse- 
quence of  any  thing  tlial  iiad  passed 
with  Captain  Sandon,  which  made 
you  think  that  advice  particularly 
JleGes'^ary  ? 

A  1  should  state  to  the  Mouse,  that 
I  did  not  consider  the  advice  tl^at  I 
gave  to  Captain  Sandon  merely  as  the 
advice  from  one  individual  to  another; 
1  considered  th:U  Captain  Sandon 
came  to  consult  me  as  his  Colonel, 
officially,  on  the  line  of  conduct  he 
should  pursue;  I  was  not  influenced 
by  any  other  considerations  but  those 
of  duty,  but  I  gave  him  that  advice 
which  Ithous^ht  every  man  of  honour, 
and  every  officer,  ought  to  follow. 

Q.  Then  theCommittee  is  to  under- 
stand, that  nothing  had  been  said  by 
Captain  Sandon  which  raised  in  your 
mind  a  doubt  whether  Captain  San- 
don might  not  prevaricate  and  keep 
back  certain  papers  ? 

A.  No,  not  even  an  insinuation  on 
liis  part. 

Q.  Upon  what  day  was  it  that  Cap- 
tain Sandon  informed  you  that  he  had 
not  destroyed  the  paper,  but  had  kept 
it  back  from  this  House  ? 

A.  1  he  day  of  his  commitment, 

Q.  What  steps  did  yoii  take  in  con- 
sequence of  that  communication  ? 

A.  i  thought  it  my  duty  to  inform 
Mr.  Adam  and  Mr.  Lowten  of  the  cir- 
cumstance, and  Mr.  Harrison.      .    ■ 

Q.  Did  you  inform  those  gentle- 
men of  the  circumstance  ? 

A.  Kdid. 

Q.  At  what  time  on  that  day  did 
you  inform  those  gentlemen  of  it,  and 
in  what  manner  ? 

A".  It  was  probably  about  five 
o'clock,  it  was  when  Mr.  Adam  came 
to  the  House;  I  met  Mr.  Harrion 
coming  to  the  House,  and  1  wejit  up 
stairs  to  Mr.  Lowten;  the  communi- 
cation was  made  in  the  coui'se  of  iialf 
an  hour  to  those  gentlemen,  and  pro- 
bably about  hve  o'clock. 

(Bu  Mr.  Adam.) 

Q.  Are  you  quite  certain  that  I  was 
present  at  the  time  you  made  that 
3  o  2  commuuiciition^ 
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communication   unto  the  otiier  txvo 
gentlemen  ? 

A.   No,  I  spoke  to  the  three  gentle- 
men separately. 


tion  to  Mr.  Adam  upon  that  subject  ? 

A.  I  do  not  recollect  making  any 

particular  application  as  to  the  note  ; 

1  stated  the  affair   generally  to  Mr, 


Q.  Are  you  quite  certain  you  made     Adam,  without   dwelling  more  upon 


tiiat  communication  to  me? 

A.  Upon  my  honour  I  cannot  speak 
decidedly;  I  either  did,  or  thought 
I  did,  or  desired  Mr.  Harrison  to 
niention  it  to  Mr.  Adam  ;  1  did  not 
attach  any  importance  to  the  circum- 
stance at  the  moment,  and  it  has  not 
attached  itself  so  to  my  mind  as  to 
state  it  precisely,  but  if  not,  I  certain- 
ly desired  Mr.  Harrison  to  mention  it 
to  you. 

Q.  From  the  time  that  I  conversed 
with  you  at  the  Horse  Guards  on 
Monday  the  5th  of  February,  have  I 
not  avoided  all  intercourse  or  commu- 
nication with  you  upon  the  subject  of     '"g  this  paper;  state  what  they  were? 


the  note  than  any  other  part  of  the 
transaction. 

Q.  Why  was  there  floating  in  your 
mind  any  idea  of  the  necessity  of  copy- 
ing this  note.' 

A.  It  is  not  a  very  easy  matter  a  an 
interval  of  three  weeks  to  state  the 
ideas  that  might  have  occurred  to  my 
mind  at  that  n)oment;  perhaps  I  at- 
tached more  importance  to  that  paper, 
because  it  was  the  only  paper  that 
was  said  to  be  the  hand-writing  of  the 
Duke  of  York. 

Q.  You  must  have  had  some  reasons 
for  consulting  with  Mr.  Adam  respect' 


the  proceedings  on  this  inquiry  ? 

A.  So  much  so,  tiiat  Mr.  Adam  has 
avoided  speaking  to  me  upon  matters 
that  did  not  relate  to  it. 

Q.  Did  you  desire  Mr.  Harrison  to 
communicate  this  intelligence  to  any 
person  ? 

A.  I  have  already  stated  that  I  de- 
sired him  to  mention  it  to  Mr.  Adam. 

\The  zuitness  ivas  directed  to  zcith^ 
draii).'} 

(The  xviiness  xvas  again  called  in.) 

Q.  You  did  not  communicate  what 
you  knew  concerning  this  note  to  Mr. 
Wardle? 

A.  I  have  not  had  any  intercourse, 
nor  have  I  any  knowledge  whatever 
of  Mr.  Wardle. 

Q.  Why  should  you  communicate 
it  to  one  side  and  not  to  the  other  ? 

A.  1  have  had  the  honour  of  know- 
ing Mr.  Adam  some  years,  and  I  con- 
ceived I  could  not  go  to  a  more  honour- 
able man,  nor  to  a  man  on  whose 
judgment  I  had  a  greater  reliaqpe  than 
on  Mr.  Adam's. 

(By  Mr.  H.  Martin.) 

•Q.  You  have  stated,  that  you  were 
induced  to  take  a  copy  of  the  note  in 
question  by  the  advice  which  had 
been  given  to  you  by  Mr.  Adam; 
'vhat  induced  you  to  make  an  apulica- 


\.  I  can  offer  no  particular  rea- 
sons ;  I  can  assign  no  other  reasons 
than  those  1  have  had  the  honour  al- 
ready to  offer  to  the  House :  my 
opinion  of  his  honour,  his  integrity, 
and  his  public  character  were  such, 
that  I  thought  I  could  not  do  a  more 
proper  act  than  to  lay  the  matter  be- 
fore him, 

Q  Ypu  have  stated,  that  previous 
to  going  to  the  British  Coffee-house, 
you  had'an  interview  with  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer,  at  what  pe- 
riod was  that  ? 

A.  After  I  returned  to  Mr.  Adam, 
and  communicated  to  him  that  I  had 
seen  the  note,  and  read  a  copy  of  thei 
note,  he  said,  that  the  most  advisable  j 
measure  was,  for  Mr.  Perceval  to  be; 
informed  of  the  whole  circumstance; 
that  he  would  give  me  a  letter,  aqd 
desired  that  I  would  immediately  gc 
to  Downing  Street,  and  communicate 
the  whole    to   Mr.  Perceval ;  which  J 
did  immediately,  the  Saturday  morn 
\ng,  the  first  morning  I  was  in  towq. 

Q.  7  his  was  previous  to  your  goin£ 
the  first  time  to  the  British  Coffee 
house  ? 

A.  Previous. 

Q.  Did  you  at  any  time  tell  Mr 
Adam,  or  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex 
chequer,  that  the  note  was  destroyed 
and  if  so,  when? 

A. 
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A.  I  never  bad  the  honour  of  hav- 
ing any  communication,    either  per- 
sonally or  in  writing,  with  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the    Exchequer   after    the 
morning   alluded  to.     With  respect 
to  Mr.  Adam,  I  really  cannot   bring 
the  thing  home  to  my    recollection, 
whether   I  spoke  to  him    personally 
upon  the  subject,  but  I  certainly  took 
measures  that  he  might  be  informed 
of  it,  by  acquainting  Mr.  Lovvten,  or 
Mr.  Harrison;  it  is  impossible  for  me 
to  say  precisely  how  I  made  the  com- 
munication ;  it  might  have  been  per- 
sonally. 

Q.  Then  vou  never  saw  the  Chan- 
cellor  of  the  Exchequer,  except  prior 
to  your  going  the  first  time  to  the 
British  Coffee-house  ? 

A.  I  have  seen  him  accidentally, 
but  had  no  kind  of  communication 
with  him  whatever;  I  have  not  had 
anv  sort  or  kind  of  communication 
with  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer since  the  Saturday  morning  al- 
luded to. 

Q.  What  induced  you  to  seek  a 
communication  wilh  the  Chancellor 
of  tlie  Exchequer  on  that  occasion  ? 
A.  1  conveyed  Mr.  Adam's  letter 
to  hi[n,  as  I  have  previously  stated  ; 
I  was  desired  by  Mr.  Adam  to  com- 
municate to  the  Chancellor  of  the 
|i\chequer  all  that  I  knev,'. 


(^By  jMr.  Adam.) 

Q.  Do  you  recollect  having  come 
from  Crovdon  to  the  Horse-Guards 
on  Sunday  noon,  the  5th  of  Februa- 

A.  I  rernained  in  town  on  the  Sa- 
turday, and  therefore  Idui  not  come 
from  Croydon  on  the  Sunday,  but  I 
was  at  the  Horse- Guards  on  Sun- 
day the  5th  of  Eebruary  at  one 
o'clock. 

Q.  Do  you  recollect  havijpg  a 
very  short  conversation  with  me  at 
the  Horse-Guards  ? 

A.  i  do  remember  a  few  vjords 
passed  only. 

Q.  Do  vou  remember  on  that  oc- 
casKni,  statins  to  me,  that  Captain 
oandon  had  infornied  y-o-u,    the  -iay 

y 


before,  that  he  bad   destroyed   the 

note  ?     A.  I  do. 

(By  Mr.  Wardle.) 

Q.  When  did  you  lirst  hear  of  the 
note  in  question  ? 

A.  The  note  was  stated  to  me  by 
Captain  Sandon  to  be  in  his  posses- 
sion, together  with  other  papers,  in 
our  first  conversation  at  Portsmouth. 
Q.  State  the  whole  of  what  pass- 
ed between  Captain  Sandon  and  you 
upon  that  occasion  ? 

A.  I   will   not  undertake  to  state 
accurately  or  verbatim  what  passed  ; 
1  will  give  the  purport  of  the  con- 
^  versation  to  the  House,  to  the  best 
"  of  my  recollection.   Captain  Sandon, 
after  reporting  his  arrival  from  Ply- 
mouth, where  he  had  landed  with  his 
troop,  said,  Undoubtedly  I  had  read 
the  newspapers,  and  had  seen  iiis 
name  mentioned  as  having  had  some- 
thing to  do  with  these  transaciions  ; 
that°he  wished  to  consult  me  as  his 
Colonel,   what  was  the  line  of  con- 
duct he  should  pursue,   and   that  to 
enable  me  to  judge  of  the  matter,  he 
would  -ive  me  all  the  information  be 
possessed  ;  and   that  when  he  came 
to  town  he  would  allow  me  to  look 
at  all  the  papers  that  were  in  his  cus- 
tody.    He  began  by  stating,  that  he  , 
met  with   a  gentleman    (he  did  not 
name  him,  nor  had    I   any  curiosity 
to  know  who  he  niight  be)  who  talk- 
ed to  him  on  military  matters,  and 
who  asked  him  whether  he  knew  of- 
ficers who  might  have   money,  but 
who  were  without  interest  to  get  pro- 
motion;  he  said   undoubtedly  there 
might  be  such  persons  in  the  army, 
but  at  that  moment  he  could  not 
give  any  names,  but  that  he  would 
make   inquiry;    that  he   afterwards 
met  wilh    Mr,  Donovan,    who  had 
served  in   General  Tarkton's  legion 
in  the  American  war,  and  had  been 
wounded  there.     Mr.  Donovan  had 
been  Surgeon  to  the  Sup])lementary 
Militia,  of  which   regiment   he  had 
been    Lieutenant   Colonel;   that  he 
understood  Mr.  Donovan  was  endea- 
vouring; to  negociiite  the  saleoCcpm- 
missions,  and  v>a<=,  in  short,  what  is 

called 
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calJed  nnArmy  Broker,  end  tbathe 
coDsrdered  liini  a  very  likeJv  p<.'rson 
lr>  oecLle  to  pr.iutout  the  dt:scnption 
oi   piUtions   I    bave   before   slated. 
That   subseqneiiily    to    that  he  met 
with  CoJoiiel  French  at  ihe  house  of 
Major  Pooje,  who  is  since  dead,  and 
who  lived    in    Sloane -street ;    that 
iipo»  asking  Colonel  French  his  mo- 
tives for  coming    to   tonn,    having 
come  from  the  country,  he  said,  that 
lie  l-ad  come  i)p  to  endeavour  to  do 
liiiiiself  service  in  the  wav  of  recruit- 
j5}g  the  army.    Captairi  Sandon  then 
related  to  bim   what   I  have   previ- 
ously stated,  that  a  gentleman  had 
promised  hun  very  powerful  support, 
zhid  that  they  had  concerted  the  mea- 
iiure  of  raiding   a  levy  ;  that  he  saw 
a  gentleman,    and    the   terms    were 
agreed  upon.     I  do  not  recollect  the 
speeitii:  sums,  but  I  think  500/.  was 
to  be  paid  upon   the  mea.^ure  being 
accfded  toon  the  part  of  bis  Royal 
Jivghness  the  Commander  in  Chief^ 
that  this  matter  went  on   for  some 
tini:>e,  and  that  he  had   not  the  re- 
motest idea  through   what  channel 
the  acquiescence  to  the  req.jC'i  bad 
Leen  g/anted ;  that   the  application 
iiad    been   regular  ano  official,  and 
ihe   answers   were  ©fficial.      Some- 
tirjje  after  this  he  had  an  aoplication 
made  to  him  respecting  the  pr.nno- 
tioQ  of    Captain    Tonyn.      Cnptain 
Tonyu  was  to  Jodge,  J  believe,  500 
guineas  on  being  appointed  to  a  Ma- 
jority.     Captam    Ton)n   had    been 
i.ept  in  suspence  some  time,  and  was 
desirous  to  withdraw  his  security.     I 
should  have  previously  stated,   that 
he  had  lodged  a  security  for  the  pay- 
ment of  that   siun  ;  that   upon  his 
having  made  this  overture  to  with- 
draw ibis  security,  Captain  Sandon 
received  a  note,  w  hich  is  the  note  in 
question,  to  say  that  the  promotion 
should  not  go  on.     That  some  time 
after,   upon  Captain  Tonyn  finding 
he  was  not  likely  to  gain  the  Miijoi- 
ity,    he     rccjuested   that    the   thing 
might  go  on,  and  tijat  he  would  con- 
sent to  the  security  remaining  vvbtre 


it  was;  that  he  then  received  a  se- 
cond note,  to  say  that  the  pron>otio!> 
would  go  on,  and  mentioning  the 
day  it  would  be  gazetted,  aiwi  liien 
he  stated  to  me  that  both  notes  were 
in  his  possession  ,*  but  it  is  nertissarj 
I  should  add,  that  Cautam  Sandon 
fully  explained  to  me  a«  ihe  rwoment, 
that  the  whole  party  had  beer,  de- 
ceived ;  that  they  had  been  led  to 
b'-!ieve  thai  there  was  a  certain  in- 
fluence by  which  these  objects  •.\e^t 
to  be  accomplished,  which,  ulti- 
mately, they  louiid  did  not  exi&t, 
and  that  it  was  not  until  considerable 
sums  of  money  had  been  paid  by 
hi.n  through  the  medium  of  another 
person,  that  he  understood  that  in* 
fiuence  was  lo  be  procured  through 
the  medium  of  Mrs. Clarke. 

[The  "xiiness  iias  directed  to  nith- 
druiv.2 

[LoKo  FoLKSTONE  informed  the 
House  that  he  had  juat  received  a 
note  from  Mrs.  Clarke,  stating  that 
though  she  was  much  indisposed, 
she  wished  to  be  examined,  j 

CjNIrs.  Clarke  xas  accordingly  culkd 
in  and  txamintd  by  Mr.  Perce- 
val.^ 

Q.  Have  you  brought  with  you  the 
two  last  liOtes  you  received  Irom  hife 
lioyal  Highness  ? 

A.  What  were  mentioned  in  the 
summons  aid  not  purport  to  be 
the  last  notes.  His  Royal  Highness 
did  not  cease  corresponding  with  mC 
after  we  parted, 

Q.  'Fhe  notts,  supposed  tfl  be  the 
last,  were  that  which  tir-t  noticed  to 
you  his  Royal  Highness's  intention 
of  separating  from  you,  and  the  note 
he  wrote  immediately  afterwards? 

A.   Does  his  Royal  Highness  state  ! 
those  to  be  tlie  last  notes  that  he  s^ent 
to  me  ? 

Q.  1  never  heard  of  any  others  ? 

A.  I  have  had  many  ;  more  than 
fifty  from  him  since  that. 

Q.  Look  at  that  paper,  and  state 
whether  you  recollect  receiving  a 
note  to  tijat  effect  fiom  his  Royal 

Highness 
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lligbness  (the  copy  of  a  note  hci/ig 
shtv/t  (0  Mrs.  Clarke  J. 

A.  May  I  i(iad  this? 

Q.  Certainly. 

A.  {Mrs,  Clarke  read  the  mte)  I 
do  tiot  recollect  any  thing  about  it;  it 
is  very  possible  I  might  have  receiv- 
ed S4ich  a  letter,  and-  very  possibly 
not.  I  have  been  looking  over  all 
those  letters  I  have  tor  those  he  sent 
me  oil  that  day,  and  cannot  (ind 
them.  I  know  he  v;rote  one  himself, 
and  the  other  Mr.  Greenwood  wrote 
on  that  day,  but  which  the  Duke 
copied  out,  and  sent  to  me. 

Q.  Was  th^.  letter  you  did  receive 
in  Mr.  Greenwood's  hand-writing  m 
the  same  hand-writing  as  that  ? 

A.  it  is  so  long  ago  I  cannot  re- 
collect, but  it  was  the  longest  letter 
that  Mr. Greenwood  wrote;  it  was  a 
short  note  I  bad  in  the  morning,  and 
tlie  longest  I  received  in  the  even- 
ing; it  was  written  by  Mr.  Green- 
wood ;  his  Royal  Highness  copied  it, 
and  seat  it  instead  ot  coming  to  din- 
ner. The  letter  I  received  was  not 
in  Mr.  Greenwood's  hand-writing, 
but  1  was  told  Mr.  Greenwood  wrote 
it,  and  his  Hoyal  Higbness  copied  it 
and  sent  it  to  me;  they  were  dinmg 
together. 

'Q.  Vou  were  told  Mr.  Greenwood 
v/rote  it  ? 

A.  Yes. 

Q.  By  whom  were  you  told  ? 

A.  His  Royal  Ilighness's  servant 
told  it  to  my  servants.  I  waited  din^ 
ner  for  his  Royal  Higbness  after  1 
had  seen  Mr.  Adam  till  ten  o'clock, 
and  sent  down  several  times  to  Port- 
n^an-bquare  to  know  whether  he  din- 
ed with  me  or  not ;  they  said,  they 
fancied  he  dined  with  me,  as  he  had 
ordered  no  dinner.  Between  eight 
and  nine  o'clock,  Mr.  Greenwood 
B^ade  his  appearance  in  Portman- 
square,  and  they  sat  down  to  dinner, 
and  after  dinner  Mr.  Greenwood 
wrote  that  letter,  and  bis  Royal 
Highness  copied  it,  as  I  understood. 
I  have  mentiened  it  in  several  of  my 
betters-  siaceto  his  Koyul  Highness. 


I  burnt  the  letter.     I  saw  his  Roy* 
Highness  afterwards  in  his  own  house 
thai  same  night,   but   he  ra^j   avvay 
from  me,  iUier  Mr.   Greeuwood  uad 
left  him. 

Q.  How  lon^  hav^  you  rpcol5«rt- 
ed  that  you  burnt  that  lettc^r  ? 
r  A.  Not  till  just  now,  [  have 
burnt  myjiv  of  bis  Roval  Highness'* 
letters,  and  fost  many  of  his  Jovc- 
leiters;  tliose  are  the  only  letters 
that  ren»ain. 

Q.  How  long  do  you  recolkict  that 
you  have  burnt  that  letter  ? 

A.  I  cannot  tell  how  long.  I  hav« 
recollected  it ;  I  have  many  of  his 
love-ietters  by  me  ;  and  when  Co- 
lonel M'Mahon  men! ions  that  I  had 
many  letters  in  my  possession  that 
woiild  make  much  mischief  between 
His  Royal  Highness  the  Duke  cf 
York,  and  the  i'rince  of  Wales,  I 
have  none,  uar  never  mentioue4 
that  to  him. 

Q.  How  long  have  vou  recoHex^ted 
that  you  burnt  that  letter  ? 

A.  i  can  act  tell ;  I  v^as  not  cnr- 
tam  that  1  had  burnt  it  till  I  had 
looked  over  my  papers..  I'  never 
kept   any  thing  that  was  unpleasant. 

Q.  Did  vou  ever  know  Mrs.  Fa- 
very  by  any  other  name  but  thatol 
Fa  very  ? 

A.  I  have  learned  a  deal  since 
last  night. 

Q.  Were  you  acquainted  with  her 
whf:i  she  went  under  any  other 
name  than  that  of  Favery  ? 

A.  No  ;  but  I  have  heard  that  shs 
has  made  use  of  my  name,  and  more 
especially  since  last  night,  which  has 
made  me  verv  unhappy  indee<l,  and 
I  am  afraid  Mrs.  Favery  will  be  found 
to  have  told  a  great  many  stories. 
I  did  not  know  that  Mr.  Ellis  was  a 
person  that  she  lived  v;ilh  till  she 
told  me  after  she  got  home,  and  I. 
told  her  yesterday,  it  would  be  bet- 
ter to  go  to  Mr.  Ellis  and  tell  him 
whfitsbe  had  done,  and  then  come 
forward  to  the  House,  askmg  his 
leave,  and  undeceive  them  as  to 
what  she  had  said.     A  day  or  tw« 
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after  she  had  iDeen  examined  at  the 
House,  she  tohj  me  he  was  not  a 
carpenter,  but  that  he  was  a  clergy- 
man, and  that  she  was  afraid  of 
bringing  forward  his  name. 

Q.  It  was  not  the  same  day  ? 

A,  No  ;  I  had  no  opportunity  of 
speaking  to  her  the  same  day. 

Q.  How  many  days  after  having 
heard  that  she  had  made  this  misre- 
presentation of  INIr.  Ellis,  did  you 
desire  her  to  go  and  inform  Mr. 
Ellis  ? 

A.  She  did  not  tell  me  what  he  was 
till  yesterday  morning  ;  I  then  told 
her  to  get  a  hatkney-coach  and  go 
down  and  ask  the  gentleman  leave 
to  speak  the  truth,  and  when  she 
came  back  last  night,  she  told  me 
ihe  had  been  married,  which  I  do  not 
believe  ;  I  had  heard  of  it  before, 
but  did  not  then  believe  it,  and  I 
parted  with  her  in  consequence  at 
Gloucester-place,  after  telling  His 
Roval  Highness  of  it. 

Q.  It  was  not  till  yesterday  she 
told  you  that  she  had  misrepresented 
Mr.  Ellis^s  situation  in  life  ? 

A.  No,  it  was  not. 

Q.  What  did  she  tell  you  at  fust, 
with  respect  to  her  evidence  ? 

A.  1  do  not  recollect  that  she  told 
me  any  thing  about  it ;  I  spoke  to 
lier  some  time  afterwards,  and  asked 
ber  how  she  could  tell  stories  about 
my  having  no  company,  for  I  was 
in  the  habit  of  having  very  hn'ge 
})arties  every  day  ihe  Duke  din^^d 
out  ;  and  about  having  three  cooks  ; 
I  n^ver  had  three  cooks,  as  I  stated 
before,  I  only  had  a  cook  and  his  at- 
tendant. 

Q.  When  did  Mrs.  Favery  firbt 
live  viith  you  ? 

A.  Soon  after  I  was  married,  but 
she  has  been  in  twenty  places 
sirice. 

Q.  Did  you  give  Mrs.  Favery  a 
character  to  Mr.  Ellis  ? 

A.  Either  me  or  my  sister  did  ; 
or  some  one  in  the  house,  I  do  not 
recollect  which  ;  we  came  to  town 
for  the  purpose,  some  one  did. 


Q.  Were  you  in  the  habit  of  inti- 
macy with  J\Irs.  Favery  at  the  time 
she  lived  with  Mr.  Ellis  > 

A.  No.  I 

Q.  Did  you  ever  call  upon  her  at  ' 
Mr.  Elhs's  ? 

A.  I  do  not  recollect  that  I  ever 
did  ;  I  called  to  fetch  her  away  once 
when  I  wanted  her,  1  believe  aha<.:k- 
ney-coachman  fetched  her  and  a 
voung   lady. 

Q.  Did  you  turn    her   away    in 
Gloucester-place  on  account  of  her 
having  been  married  ? 
A.  Yes,  I  did. 

Q.  How  came  you  to  turn  her 
away  in  consequence  of  having  heard 
that  she  had  been  married  ? 

A.  Because  I  heard  the  man  was 
a  thief,  and  I  had  lost  some  soup 
plates,  and  they  thought  that  he  had 
stolen  them  ;  he  was  a  man  oi'  very 
bad  character,  and  I  heard  there 
were  a  great  many  stories  ;  and  the 
Duke  said  it  was  better  that  he 
should  go,  and  proper. 

Q.  How  long  was  it  after  voii 
turned  her  away  that  you  took  her 
into  your  service  again  r 

A'   A  year  and  a   half  full,  I  did 
not  take  her  a^ain  till  i  wanted  her. 
very  much.  ' 

Q.  Has;  she  only  lived  with  yeu 
once  since  ? 

A.  No  only  once  since  this  time, 
Q.  How  long  has  she   lived  with 
you  now  ? 

A.  Yes,  f  believe  that  Mrs.  Ni- 
cholls  and  she  had  a  fight  at  Harap- 
stead,  and  I  parted  with  her  then,  1 
did  not  recollect  fnat  ;  and  I  founs 
Mrs.  Nicholls  was  just  as  bad  as 
Mrs.  Favery,  and  i  took  her  alter- 
wards ;  I  found  that  there  was  uc 
difference  between  the  two,  anc 
I\irs.  Favery  is  necessary  to  me 
she  knows  all  my  affairs,  and  I  be 
lieveshe  keeps  my  secrets  ;  1  hav< 
believed  so  till  now,  but  now  1  au 
afraid  not. 

Q.   How   often,  in  the  whole,  ha: 
Mrs.  Favery  been  in    your  service 
A.  Indeed   I   cannot  tell,  a  grea 
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nianr  tinn^s  backv/ards  and  forwanfs, 
because  1  had  given  her  several 
characters  ;  I  never  found  her  dis- 
honest, and  I  have  always  given  her 
a  character  to  that  eifect :  she  Jived 
eiiiht  or  nine  ni<'jntlis  in  a  family 
where  she  cooked  for  sixteen  or  se- 
venteen, and  tlipy  pave  her  a  very 
good  character  back  into  another 
family. 

Q.  Di'i  Mrs.  Favrry  tell  you  the 
name  ot  lier  husband  •" 

A.  O  yes,  I  have  heard  of  the  man 
a  hundred  tinges  ;  and  have  seen  his 
wife,  he  is  a  married  man.  I  saw 
his  wife  once  when  His  Roval  Hiiih- 
ness  was  ihere  ;  a  very  vulgar  wo- 
man came  one  day  when  I  was  at 
dinner,  and  said  tliat  I  encouraged 
my  maid  servant  in  seducing  a  mar- 
ried man,  and  that  she  was  his  real 
wife;  I  told  her  ihe  woman  was  not 
in  the  house,  that  she  had  been  dis- 
charged, which  was  the  truth  ;  and 
His  Roval  Highness  ordered  the  ser- 
vaats  to  take  her  to  some  priion, 
which  thev  did,  and  she  was  there 
two  or  three  days  for  her  bad  beha- 
viour. 

Q.  You  are  sure  you  only  went  to 
Mrs.  Faverv  once  when  she  hved 
with  Mr.  Ellis  ?     A.  Yes. 

Q.  And  that  was  in  a  hackney- 
coach  you  are  sure  ? 

A.  Yes,  I  am. 
[At  the  desire  of  Sir  C,  Ashton  the 

following  Question   and    Answer, 

on    a    former   examination   were 

read  to  the  witness  :J 

**  Q.  Did  you  ever  receive  a  list 
•f  namiGs  for  promotion  from  any 
other  person  than  Captain  Huxley 
S.indon  and  Mr.  Donovan  ?— A.  I 
never  received  sucli  a  lonu  list  from 
any  one,  nor  such  a  list;  I  never  re- 
ceived morejthan  two  or  three  names  ; 
this  1  had  for  two  or  three  days  ;  it 
was  pinned  up  at  the  head  of  my 
bed,  and  His  lloyal  Highness  took  it 

Q,  D(i  you  abide  by  tliat  ac- 
tount  ? 

l<o.  19.  3  p 


A.  Yes,  I  do  ;  I  never  attended 
to  any  other  ;  1  do  not  ktjowv.hiit 
others  may  have  been  given  mt.^. 

Q.  How  long  was  that  list  so  pin- 
ned «p  ? 

A.  The''  second  morning  His 
Royal  Highness  took  it  down,  drew 
up  the  curtain  and  read  it;  and  af- 
terwards I  saw  it  when  he  was  pul- 
ling out"  his  pocket-book  some  tmie 
atterw-irds,  when  one  or  two  promo- 
tions had  taken  place,  with  his  pen 
scratched  through  those  names  wher^ 
he  took  cut  his  Docket-book  to 
look  at  some  other  papers-  I 
only  make  this  remark,  as  I  hav» 
heard  a  gentleman  on  my  right 
hand  say  that  I  had  picked  ^  his 
pocket. 

Q.  Did  this  list  remain  up  one 
whole  day,  or  was  it  taken  down  the 
next  morniui^;  ? 

A.  No,' it  remained  there,  1  be- 
lieve. 

Q.  Was  this  li^t  seen  by  any 
other  person  besides  yourself  and 
His  lloyal  Highness  ?  ' 

A.  I  suppose  the  maids  tliat  made 
the  bed  ;  but  perhaps  they  could 
not  read,  or  did  not  understand  it ; 
1  do  not  know. 

Q.  You  are  quite  sure  His  Royal 
Hiiihness  read  it  ? 

A.  I  am  quite  sure,  he  read  it  in 
my  presence,  drew  up  the  curtaili, 
and  afterwards  came  to  me  and  mada 
the  remark,  that  he  would  do  every 
one  by  degrees,  or  make  them,  or  to 
that  effect. 

Q.  Do  you  know  that  Mrs.  Fa- 
very  ever  saw  this  paper  ? 

A.  I  am  sure  1  do  not  know  ;  if 
she  did,  she  knew  nothing  about  it. 

(By  tJic  Attorney  Genrkal.) 

Q.  Did  you  ever  live  with  Mr* 
Ogilvy? 

A.  No  ;  I  never  lived  with  any 
man  but  the  Duke  of  York. 

Q.  Did  Mr.  Ogilvy  ever  live  wilU 
you  ? 

A.  No,  never  i  General  Chiverinj 
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called  on  ivlr.  William  Ogilvy  a  fe-^v 
days  ago,  and  asked  him  whether  he 
would  come  down  here  and  speak 
against  my  character;  that  he  was 
instigated  to  ask  him  by  Mr.  Lowten. 

Q.  Are  you  acquainted  with  Mr. 
Ogilvy  ? 

A.  Very  well,  both  of  them. 

Q.  How  long  ago  have  you  been 
acquainted  wiib  Mr.  Ogilvy? 

A.   I  cannot -recollect. 

Q.   About  how  many  years  ? 

A.  1  cannot  recollect  at  all. 

Q.  Two  years  ? 

A.  Yes,  certainly  two  years. 

Q.   Four  years  ? 

A.  I  do  not  know;  yes,  four  years. 

Q.  Six  years?     A.  No. 

Q.  Have  you  not  known  Mr, 
Ogilvy  six  years? 

A.  No. 

Q.  You  did  not  know  him  six 
years  ago  ? 

A.  I  do  not  think  I  did. 

Q.  How  long  did  you  know  "Mr. 
Ogilvy  before  you  lived  with  the 
Duke  of  York  ? 

A.   Only  a  fev/  months. 

Q.  Did  you  know  Mr.  Ogilvy  be- 
fore he  was  embarrassed  in  his  cir- 
cumstances? 

A.  No,  I  did  not. 

Q.  Before  he  failed  ? 

A,  He  was  just  failing,  and  his 
books  were  made  up  as  1  knew  him, 

Q.  Was  any  thing  owing  from  Mr. 
Ogilvy  to  you  at  the  time  of  his 
failure  ? 

A,  No,  nothing  at  all. 

Q.  Were  you  examined  as  a  wit- 
H€ss  in  iMr.  Ogilvy 's  bankruptcy? 

A.  Yes,  I  was.?  but  1  was  living 
■^vith  the  Duke  of  York  at  the  time, 
though  unknown  to  the  world  ;  there 
is  a  pamphlet  going  about  now,  but 
it  is  not  true. 

(By  Mr,  Wkitbread.) 

Q.  Since  the  date  of  your  s<^para- 
tion  from  the  Duke  of  York,  have 
you  frequently  had  letters  from  his 
Ro^^al  Highness  ? 

A,  Yes,  1  have.  , 

Q.  Can  you,  by  any  one  letter; 
subscantitte  that  fact  ? 


A.  Yes,  I  can  ;  hut  they  are  not 
civil  ones  since  I  left  him. 

Q.  Produce  some  one  letter  to 
substantiate  that  fact, 

A.  I  believe  that  I  may  have  a 
little  note  or  so,  for  they  always  con- 
sisted of  short  notes  in  answer  to 
some  request  of  mine  in  some  letter. 
I  have  brought  down  envelopes,  to 
shew  that  the  note  I  have  seen  here 
is  in  the  same  sort  of  character  as  the 
notes  I  have  ;  here  are  eight  or  ten 
in  my  hand.  I  have  many  notes  I 
could  shew  since  his  Roval  Hiuhness 
and  1  have  parted. 

Q.  Subsequent  to  the  date  of  the 
separation  ? 

A.  Yes. 

Q.   Are  they  dated  ? 

A.  I  believe  some  of  them  are, 
and  periiaps  there  is  one  or  two 
amont!;  these. 

Q.  Are  either  of  those  notes  signed? 

A.  His  Royal  Higluiess  never  signs 
any  thing  unless  it  is  necessary ; 
here  is  his  name  to  one  of  the  notes; 
it  was  merely  for  his  box  at  the  play; 
they  are  all  his  v/riting  ;  1  have  takeu 
the  insides  out. 

Q.  Is  that  which  is  signed,  subse- 
quent to  the  separation  ? 

A.  No. 

Q.  Put  in  some  one  or  morQ  notes, 
as  you  shall  think  fit  to  select  from 
•whose  you  have,  for  the  purpose  of 
substantiating  that  fact? 

A.  Here  [three  letters]  are  some- 
thing 1  have  oicked  out  which  I 
thought  to  be  like  the  hand  I  saw 
here  the  other  night ;  I  should  wish 
to  deliver  them  in,  because  1  know 
they  are  exactly  like  what  I  have 
seen  here. 

Q.  Are  tliose  you  have  here  subse- 
quent to  your  separation  from  the 
Duke  of  York ; 

A.  No,  they  are  not ;  unless  one 
of  them  is. 

Q,  Put  in  some  one  or  more  notes 
subsequent  to  tlie  date  of  the  sepa- 
ration ? 

A,  A  gentleman  asked  me  for  a 
s^'al  or  two  whv.n  1  was  here  the 
other  night;    I  should  wish  to  put 
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them  in,  becaiise  tbe  story  of  a  for- 
gery going  about  is  extremely  un- 
^pleasant. 

Q.  Are  those  papers  in  the  hand 
of  the  clerk,  tbe  only  ones  you  wish 
toputi[)  ? 

A.  Jt  is  not  tbe  only  one  I  wish  to 
put  in;  I  have  many  at  home,  but 
the  inside  of  that  is  what  his  Royal 
Hiahness  has  written  to  me  since. 

Q.  Look  at  the  outside  and  inside 
for  the  purpose  of  saying  whether  it 
is  his  Royal  Highness's  hand-writ- 
ing? 

A.  Thev  both  are;  I  have  dates 
to  some  at  home. 

Q.  Do  you  wish  to  put  in  any 
more  papers  ? 

A.  Yes,  I  wish  to  put  in  all  these 
I  have  heie.  Here  is  another  since 
his  Royal  Highness  parted  from  me. 
Q.  Do  you  mean  to  assert,  that 
that  nrst  note  you  have  sent  to  the 
table,  was  written  to  you  after  your 
separation  ? 

A,  Yes,  I  do  not  say  for  the  out- 
side, because  they  are  confused  ;  but 
certainly  the  inside  was,  as  the  lan- 
guage will  shew. 

'Q.  Putin  such  papers  as  you  have 
now  with  you,  which  you  are  de- 
sirous of  putting  in  ? 


A.   I  wish  to  put  in  all  these  [dc- 
livcring  hi  several  letters,'] 

Q.-  Have  you  sufficiently  examined 
all  the  papers  you  have  put  in,  to  be  • 
able    to  state  that  they  are   all  the 
Duke  of  York's  hand-writino  ? 
A.  Yes,  I  have. 

Q.  Canyon  discriminate  such  as 
were  written  before,  and  such  as 
were  written  after  your  separation 
from  the  Duke  of  York  ? 

A.  Yes,  they  are  only  mere  en- 
velopes, to  shew  the  hand-writing  as 
nearly  as  I  could  guess,  what  I  saw 
here  the  other  day ;  and  this  is  since 
the  separation. 

Q.  Will  you  look  at  that,  and  say 
whether  it  was  written  before  or  after 
the  separation  ? 

A.  This  was  written  by  the  Duke 
of  York  sometime  after,  when  he 
sent  me  the  200/.  to  go  out  of  town 
after  the  separation. 

Q.  Is  the  note  which  you  have 
just  now  put  in,  and  which  you  have 
just  seen,  dated  ? 

A.  No,  it  is  not. 

Q.  Will  you  produce  some  of  those 
notes  with  dates,  which  you  say  you 
have  in  your  possession,  which  were 
written  subsequent  ? 

A.  I  will  do  so. 


[Two  Notes,  directed,  "  George  Farquhar,  Esquire/'  were  then 

read;  they  were  as  follow:] 

No.  1. 

'^  I  do  not  know  what  you  mean ;  I  have  never  authorized  any 
body  to  plague  or  disturb  you,  and  therefore  you  may.  be  per- 
fectly at  ease  on  my  account." 

No.  2.  - 

"  Inclosed  I  send  you  the  Money  which  you  wished  to  have  for 
your  Journey." 

[Two  other  Notes  were  then  i-ead  to  the  following  effect.] 

"  Inclosed,  My  Darling  receives  the  Not«,  as  well  as  the  Mon«y 
which  she  should  have  had  some  days  ago." 

"  My  Darling  sliall  have  the  Ticket  for  the  Box  the  Mom&at  I 
go  home.     God  bless  vou/' 
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(Pty  Mr.  Thompson.) 
Q.  Was  it  customary  with  the 
Duke  of  York  to  mix,  in  what  you 
call  love  letters,  auy  thing  relative  to 
military  or  ecclesiastical  promo- 
tions ? 

A.  J  hardly  know  how  to  answer 
that  question. 

Q.  Have  you  ncX  stated  that  you 
had  several  letters,  which  you  call 
love  letters,  from  the  Duke  of  York, 
in  your  possession  at  present  ? 

A.  Yes,  I  have,  and  some  of  my 
friends  have. 

Q.  Is  there    any   thing   in   any    of 
those   letters  relative  to  military  or 
ccrlesiattical  promotions? 
A.  No. 

Q.  Has  any  person  been  present 
when  you  looked  over  your  papers 
rt^lative  t©  the  subject  of  this  in- 
<|iiiry  ? 

A.  No,  not  over  his  letters, 
Q.  Has  any  person  assiste*d  you  in 
looking  over  any  other  papers  rela- 
tive to  this  inquiry  ? 

A.  I  have  never  let  any  one  look 
over  any  papers. 

(By  Mr.  Herbert.) 
Q.  Did  you,  wlien  you  lived  in 
Gloucester-place,  always  pay  your 
hills  yourself,  or  did  you  sometimes 
pay  them  through  the  medium  of 
jour  housekeeper  ? 
'A.  Sometimes  myself,  sometimes 
tiiy  housekeeper;  but  the  common 
tradesmen,  such  as  butchers  and 
Lakers,   I  never  paid  myself. 

Q.   Who  was  that  housekeeper? 
A.  Mrs.  Favery. 

Q.  Did  Mrs.  i'avery  ever  repre- 
serit  to  you  that  the  creditors  were 
so  clamorous  that  she  (Mrs.  Tavery) 
uas  accused  of  having  most  likely 
secreted  the  money  by  not  paymg 
it? 

A.  Yes,  but  thtMi  I  never  miiided 
what  she  said. 

Q.  Did  Mrs.  Favery  represent  ike 


absolute   necessity  of  the  Duke  o^  | 
York's  supplying  you  with  money  t© 
pacify  the  creditoi  s  ? 

A.  Yes,  of  co<irse  ;  if  she  wag 
teazed  by  people,  she  teaaed  me. 

Q.  Did  this  often  happen.* 

A.  She  is  the  best  judge. 

Q.  \Vere  tiot  the  creditors  often 
paid  in  consequence? 

A.  Yes,  if  they  were,  very  cla- 
morous. 

Q.  Were  not  those  sums  to  a  very 
considerable  amount? 

A.  I  do  not  know  what  is  call«d 
conaiderable. 

Q.  W^ere  they  to  the  amount  of 
1,000/.  ? 

xV.  She  would  speak  o^  different 
tradesmen  teaziug  for  tiieir  bills,  I 
do  not  knaw  to  what  amount. 

Q.  Do  you  not  know  that  bills 
were  often  paid,  and  to  a  large 
amount,  in  consequence  of  your  ap- 
plications to  the  Duke  of  York,  upoo 
the  representations  of  Mrs.  Favery  ? 

A.  No,  he  never  paid  a  bill  for 
me  on  its  being  so  represented,  and 
I  never  had  credit  with  any  of  his 
people,  nor  never  got  money  on  his 
account. 
[Several    letters   were   returned    to 

Mrs.  Clarke,    their  insertion  043 

the  niiuutps  not  being  considered 

material.] 

{By  Sir  T.  Turton'.) 

Q.  Do  you  recollect  that,  in  the 
presence  of  Miss  Taylor,  tLie  Duke 
of  York  and  yourself  ever  talked  of 
military  promotions  ? 

A.  I  am  sure  I  cannot  say;  his 
Royal  Highness  did  not  mind  what 
he  said  before  Miss  'I'aylor ;  he  was 
very  fond  of  her. 

(By  Mr.  Y'orke.J 

Q.  The  witness  has  said  there 
were  letters  of  the  Duke  of  York*6 
lu  the  hands  of  her  Iriends,  I  detire 
she  will  state  who  they  are  ? 


Lord  FoLKSTONB.(iQUc«vcd  he  c-houkl  slate   particularly  vvlic» 
h€  mt-uni. 
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Mr.  Yorke  said  it  was  but  right  eveiy  thing  should  be  brought 
torwaixl^  and  nothing  kept  back: 

LoKD  i'OLKSTON  E  observed  the  argument  went  too  far,  as  war- 
ranting the  production  of  every  thing  for  the  purpose  of  searcliing 
for  evidence;  but  before  any  should  be  produced,  they  were 
bound  to  define  wiiat  it  was  that  was  wanted  ;  and  therefore  he 
obj-ected  to  the  question  ? 

Mr.  C.  Adams  wishetl  to  know,  was  she  to  be  allowed  to  hand 
over  papers,  and  then  refuse  to  produce  tliem. 

Mk.  Pekcilval  conceived  such  random  examination  onlj 
tended  to  delay,  by  multiplying  a  useless  mass  of  evidence. 

The  question  was  then  withdrawn,  and  Mrs.  Clarke  was  directed 
%o  withdraw. 


'(^Colonel  Hamilton,   zi-iis   then  re- 
celled  and  examined  by  Lord  Folk- 

STOXE.) 

^     Q,   Did  Captain  Sandon  state   to 
you,  that  he  had  ever  received  any 
sum  of  money  frora  Major  Tonyu  ? 
A.  No. 

Q.  Did  he  stale  to  you  from 
whom  lie  received  the  note? 

i\.  To  the  best  of  my  recollection, 
ke  staled,  that  he  had  received  the 
laote  from  Mrs,  Clarke,  or  that  it 
i»ad  feeen  conveyed  to  him  from  Mrs, 
"Clarke. 

Q.  When  did  you  see  that  note  ? 
A.  Ou  the  Saturday  after  I   had 
tny    lirst  communication   with   Mr. 
Aflain. 

Q.  Was  that  note  wrapped  up  in 
a  piece   of  paper,  or  accompanied 
With  a  piece  of  paper  with  another 
I  similar  direction  upon  it  ? 

A.  I  do  not  recoHect  whether  it 
was  wrapped  up  in  a  piece  of  paper, 
but  Captain  Sandon  shewed  me  part 
4jf  the  cover  of  a  letter  which  had 
the  Dover  post-mark  upon  it,  and 
requested  I  would  look  at  the  simi- 
larity of  the  address  of  that  letter 
.  with  the  note  in  question. 

Q.  When  you  were  informed  that 
this  note  was  not  destroyed,  are  you 
''now  certain   whether  you  informed 
Mr.  Adam  or  not? 

A.  J  can  only  repeat  the  reply  I 
made  to  that  question  before;  my 
iiiiud  was  iaipressed  with  the  idea 
that  i  had  informed  Mr,  Adam,  or 


taken  effectual  measures  that  he 
should  be  informed  of  the  circum- 
stance. 

Q.  Are  you  ceitain  that  you  in- 
formed ^Ir.  Harrison  ?     A.  Yes. 

Q.  Why  did  you  inform  Mr.  Har- 
rison ? 

A.  Knowing  that  Mr.  Harrison 
was  employed  on  the  part  of  His 
Royal  Highness. 

Q.  How  did  you  know  that  Mr, 
Harrison  was  so  employed  ? 

A.  From  my  having  been  frequent- 
ly in  the  room  when  Mr.  Harrison 
came  into  it,  where  Mr.  Lowten 
does  his  business,  in  consequence  of 
my  being  ordered  to  be  in  attendance 
upon  the  House. 

Q.  From  whom  did  you  learn 
that  Mr.  garrison  was  employed  a« 
the  agent  of  the  Duke  of  York  ? 

A.  From  no  particular  person, 
but  it  was  impossible  to  be  in  that 
room  and  not  to  observe  that  Mr. 
Harrison  was  so  employed. 

Q.  Did  you  understand  that  Mr. 
Lowten  was  the  agent  of  the  Duke 
of  York  ?     A.  Clearly. 

Q.  How  did  you  learn  that? 
A.  From  observing  what  passed 
in  the  room  where  Mr.  Lowten  sat. 

Q.  Where  you  referred  by  any 
one  to  Mr.  Lowten  ? 

A.  I  received  a  note  from  Lieute- 
nant-Colonel Gordon,  desiring  my 
attendance  upon  this  House,  and 
that  I  was  to  call  upon  Mr.  Losvten, 
whom  ,1  should  dad   upon  msaking 

inquiry 
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irivquiry  Iiere  ;  I  received  a  aote  at 
Croydon  Barracks  which  induced 
my  attendance. 

Q.  ^Vhen  Captain  Sandon  shewed 
Tou  the  piece  of  paper  with  the 
Dover  post-mark  upon  it,  did  he 
state  to  you  how  that  piece  of  paper 
came  into  bis  possession  ? 

A.  I  do  not  recollect  that  he  did  ; 
it  was  merely  to  impress  my  mind 
that  the  letter  and  the  note  were  di- 
rected in  the  same  hand-writing;  I 
do  not  recollect  any  other  conversa- 
tion having  passed. 

Q.  How  long  have  you  been  ac- 
quainted with  Captain  Sandon  ? 

A.  I  have  known  Captain  Sandoo 
since  the  year  1794-,  but  Captain  ban- 
don  has  never  been  my  acq\iaint- 
auce;  1  have  known  him  in  my  mi- 
iitarv  situation  only  ;  he  served  on 
the  Continent  at  the  same  period  I 
<)id,  but  without  luiving  any  inter- 
course, merely  knowing  iiim  as  Cap- 
tain Sandon  ;  we  did  not  serve  in  the 
same  corps. 

Q.  Had  you  much  intcrcoursevith 
him  in  the  years  ISO'^  and  ]80.5  ? 

A.  None  whatever  but  what  was 
strictly  official. 4 

(By  Mr.  Shaw^  Lefevre.) 

Q.  Did  Captain  Sandon  manifest 
any  reluctance  in  allowing  you  to 
take  a  copy  of  the  note  ? 

A.  None  whatever,  it  W9s  done 
\vith  his  perfect  concurrence. 

Q.  After  he  had  stated  to  you  that 
he  had  destroyed  the  note,  did  he 
say  any  thinp  to  you  respecting  the 
copy  you  had  taken  ? 

A.  He  never  alluded  to  it. 

(By  Mr.  Bathupst.) 

Q.  Did  Captain  Sandon  shew  you 
tlie  other  note  to  which  you  have  re- 
ferred r 

-A.  Upon  producing  the  note  in 
question,  I  brought  to  his  recollec- 
tion that  he  said  there  were  two  notes 
in  the  conversation  which  took  place 
at  Portsmouth  :  upon  which  he  re- 
plied, that  he  must  either  have  been 
mistaken,  or  if  there  bad  been  a  se- 


cond note,  he  must  have  given  it  to 
iNlajor  Tonyn,  to  convince  liim  that 
the  promotion  was  to  go  on. 

Q.  Did  Captain  Sandon  explaii> 
to  you  what  the  contents  of  that  note 
were,  and  by  whom  it  appeared  to 
be  written  ? 

A.  It  will  apjiear  in  the  former 
part  of  my  testimony,  that  I  stated 
to  the  House,  that  the  second  note 
was  to  convince  INlajor  Tonyn  that 
tlie  promotion  would  take  place,  but 
he  never  stated  to  me  that  either  of 
the  notes  were  written  by  the  Duke 
of  York,  or  by  whom  they  were 
written. 

Q.  Why  then  did  Captain  Sandon 
compare  the  first  note  with  the  en- 
velope of  the  letter  ? 

A  I  have  already  stated,  that  he 
}'roduced  the  envelope  of  the  letter 
to  convince  me  that  the  hand- writing 
of  the  note  and  the  letter  were  by  the 
same  person  ;  he  assigned  no  other 
reason  for  producing  the  part  of  the 
envelope  ;  it  v.'as  not  entire ;  there 
might  be  half  of  it. 

Q.  For  what  purpose  did  you  un- 
derstand he  wished  to  prove  the  two 
papers  were  of  the  same  hand- writing 
unless  he  pointed  out  some  person 
whose  hand  he  pretended  it  to  be  ? 

A.  I  must  state  most  unequivo- 
cally, that  Captain  Sandon  did  not 
point  out  the  hand-writing  to  be 
the  hand-writing  of  any  ■  parti- 
cular person  ;  all  ih-dt  he  wished 
to  convince  me  was,  that  the  two 
papers  had  been  written  by  the  same 
person,  without  any  comment  or  ob- 
servation beyond  what  I  have  stated 
to  the  House. 

Q,  Were  no  comments  made  upon 
the  post  mark  from  Dover  ? 

s\.  He  ujcrely  stated,  you  will  see 
that  has  the  Dover  post -mark 
upon  it' 

Q.  At  what  period  of  your  con- 
versation with  'Captain  Sandon  was 
it  that  you  observed  to  him,  if  you 
did,  that  you  tliought  the  note  ap- 
peared to  be  written  by  the  Com- 
mander in  Chief  •'  . 

A.  I 
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A.  I  Iiave  never  stated  that  I  had 
made  such  a  declaration  to  Captain 
Saodon,  because  no  such  observa- 
tion was  ever  made  to  me  by  Cap- 
tain-Sandon. 

Q. .  Did  Captain  Sandon  state 
from  whom  it  was  that  he  received 
the  Second  note  ? 

A.  r  have  already  stated,  to  the 
best  of  my  recollection,  thtti  he  did 
not  state  precisely  h  >n'  tl}ry  came 
into  his  possession,  but  I  e.nderstuod 
he  received  them  from  Mrs.  CJarKe 
personally,  or  through  some,  other 
means  from  her  ;  I  did  not  enter 
into  those  particulars  with  huii  ? 
Q.  Boih  notes? 
A.   Both  notes. 

Q.  Have  not  "you  already  stated 
that  Ca})tain  Sandon  appeared  to 
think  the  note,  of  which  you  took  a 
copy,  was  a  note  of  some  impor- 
tance? 

A.  It  is  impossible  I  could  have 
stated  anv  thing  of  the  kind,  because 
I  have  never  stated  Captain  San- 
don's  opinions  upon  the  subject  at 
all. 

Q.  When  ypu  communicated  to 
IMr.  Adam  what  you  knew  concern- 
ing this  note,  did  you  do  it  with  an 
intention  or  expectation  of  its  being 
.made  known  to  this  House  ? 

A.  I  slated  the  circumstances  as 
I  have  related  them  to  the  House, 
to  Mr.  Adam,  with  a  view  of  hav- 
ii'ig  his  opinion,  and  that  his  judg- 
.iiient  should  be  exercised  upon  the 
subject  rather  than  my  own  ;  I  had 
not  come  to  any  precise  decison  in 
my  own  rmind  how  1  was  to  act,  and 
therefore  I  thought  I  could  not  con- 
duct myseif  with  greater  propriety 
ihau  to  consult  IMr.  Adam  what  hne 
of  conduct  I  should  pursue. 

{By  Lord  Milton.) 

Q.  Am  I  right  in  my  apprehen- 
sion, that  you  iiave  stated  that  you 
considered  this  note  of  importance 
to  the  inquiry  that  was  going  on  r 

A.  I  have  already  stated  to  the 
House,  that  when  I  saw  the  note  I 
believed  it  to  be,  accoidiag  to  .the 


best  of  my  indi^ment,  the  hand-writ* 
ing  of  the  Duke  of  Yotk,  apd  there- 
fore it  was  impossible  that  I  should 
not  attach  very  great  importance  to 
the  note. 

Q.  After  your  communicHMon  with 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  did 
you  know  that  it  was  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer's  intention  not  to 
produce  this  note  io  the  House  for 
some  days. 

A.  I  had  no  knowledge  vvhatever  of 
the  intentions  of  t-he  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  upon  the  business. 

(By  Mr.  Thompson.) 

Q.  I  tiiink  you  have  stated  tiiat 
Captain  Sandon  said  that  the  usual 
channel  of  promotion  had  failed,  or 
that  he  and  others  had  been  deceived 
with  regard  to  the  influence  which  he- 
expected  to  be' exerted,  but  that  ano- 
ther channel  of  promotion  was  opened, 
but  at  a  considerable  expence;  dovou 
know  any  thing  of  the  new  channel  of 
promotion  to  which  Captain  Sandon 
allude^i? 

A.  I  believe  that  if  a  reference  is 
niade  to  my  ^atement,  nothing  of  the 
sort,  will  appear;  1  believe  I  have 
stated  to  this  Hon.  House,  that  Cap- 
tain Sandon  informed  me  that  after 
considerable  sums  of  money  advanced 
by  him  for  objects  of  promotion,  they 
ultimately  found  the  influence  suppo- 
sed to  exist  on  the  part  of  Mrs.  Clarke, 
did  not  exist,  and  that  it  failed  on  the 
proof  of  trial;  andlhathe  never  al- 
luded to  any  new  source  or  channel 
of  promotion  whatever. 

Q.  What  other  person  was  alluded 
to,  in  your  opinion,  when  Captain 
Sandon  mentioned  that  ? 

A.  Captain  Sandoil  alluded  to  the 
original  person,  but  I  have  already 
stated  to  the  House,  that  my  curiosity 
v/as  not  excited  to  know  who  that  per- 
son was,  and  he  never  informed  me 
who  was  the  intermediate^  person  who 
received  the  money  and  transacted 
the  business. 

Q.  Did  Captain  Sandon  mention  to 
you  his  intention  of  destroying  the 
note  ? 

A.  O-n  the  contrary,  Captain  Saii- 
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«!on  promised  we,  that  he  would  pre- 
serve all  the  papers,  and  that  he  would 
follow  the  whole  of  the  injunctions  I 
had  laid  upon  him. 

Q.  Did  he  mention  to  you  he  had 
destroyed  it  ? 

A.  I  have  already  stated  to  the 
House,  that  in  a  conversation  that 
took  place  between  Captain  Sandon 
and  myself  upon  our  leaving  the  Bri- 
tish Cotfee-house,  he  did  state  that  he 
had  destroyed  the  note,  and  that  t 
exclaimed,  Good  God  !  you  have  done 
extremely  wrong. 

(By  Mr.  Log kh art.) 

Q.  Did  he  ever  mention  to  you  what 
motive  he  had  for  destroying  it  ? 

A.  Captain  Sandon  that  never  men- 
tioned to  me  anv  n)otive  whicii  can 
h?ve  actuated  any  part  of  his  conduct. 

Q.  Did  he  ever  mention  that  the 
concealmcnl;  of  the  note  would  be  a 
benefit  to  any  person  } 

A.  Never. 

Q.  Did  he  ever  mention  tJijX  the 
production  of  it  would  be  a  ^yrejudice 
to  any  person  ?  ^ 

A.  Certainly  not. 

[^The  liifness  ufi:*  directed  to  xvith- 
drazv.'] 

vWiLLiAM  HvsKissoN,  Esa.  uas  then 
called  in,  and  examined  by  Lord 
Folkestone.) 

Q.  Are  you  agent  or  counsel  to  the 
Duke  of  York  in  this  business  ? 

A.  Certainly  not  agent,  nor  can  I 
call  myself  counsel  ? 

Q.  Are  you  employed  by  tiie  Duke 
«f  York  in  anv  way  ?  • 

A.  I  was  desired  in  a  very  early 
stage  of  this  business,  to  assist  in  any 
vay  in  which  I  could  assist,  in  advice 
or  otherwise,  but  1  did  not  understand 
that  any  counsel  could  appear  for  the 
l")uke  of  York,  or  that  I  was  employed 
in  that  capacity.  I  am  consulted  by 
three  of  the  military  offices,  the  office 
of  His  Koyal  Highness  the  Comman- 
der in^Chief,  the  War-Oihce,  and  the 
Barrack-Office,  upon  military  subjects 
in  which  it  is  necessary  to  consult  a 
professional  gentleman,  and  was,  I 
believe,  called  upon  te  assiat  in  conse- 
quence of  the  knowledge  that  it  wa3 
Buppoied  I  possessed  of  military  sub- 


jects, as  connected  with  legal  consi- 
deration. 

Q.  Was  it  in  conseqtrence  of  so  be- 
ing called  upon  that  you  have  attended 
constantly    the    proceedings    of    this , 
House  upon  this  business  } 

A.  Certainly. 

Q.  When  did  Colonel  Hamilton 
inform  you  that  the  note  purporting  to 
be  written  by  the  Duke  of  York,  and 
supposed  to  be  destroyed,  was  not  de- 
stroyed ? 

A.  It  was  between  four  and  five,  I 
believe  towards  five  o'clock  on  the 
evening  of  tl>e  day  on  which  Captain 
Sandon  was  called  in  and  commilled. 
ImetColoncl  Hamilton  in  Parliament- 
street,  1  believe  I  was  walking  at  that 
time  with  the  Solicitor  General  ;  he 
took  me  aside  and  told  me,  that  he  had 
just  heard,  or  heard  that  morning,  I 
do  not  recollect  which  Jie  said,  that 
the  note  was  not  destroyed,  but  was 
still  in  existence 

Q,  Did  you  take  any  steps  in  con- 
sequence of  that  information  ? 

A.  1  very  shortly  afterwards,  almost 
immediately  (I  caimot  recollect  whe- 
ther T  went 'a  little  further  on)  came 
back  to  th€  House.  TJ^e  Committee 
I  believe,  was  sitting  when  I  came  in, 
and  I  informed,  I  believe  Mr.  Hus- 
kisson,  but  I  am  not  quite  certain 
whether  it  was  Mr.  Haskisson  or  ano- 
ther gentleman  who  was  just  coming 
into  the  House,  that  I  had  just  received 
this  information. 

Q.  Were  you  present  in  the  House 
after  giving  that  information  at  the 
proceeding  on  that  night  ? 

A.  I  was. 

Q.  Was  this  information  given  be- 
fore the  statement  made  by  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchecjuer  ? 

A.  Certainly. 

[r/if  ivitness  ita?  directed  to  zvltlt- 
draiv:'] 

(William  Huskisson-,  Esq.  attendi/fg 
in  his  place,  ivas  then  examined  by 
Lord  Folkstone.) 

Q.  Did  you  receive  the  information 
with  respect  to  the  note  from  >lt*. 
Harrison  r 

A.  I  d*i 
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Q.  What  did  you  do  in  conse- 
quence?    '  .    r  ':•  J 

A.  1  received  tliat  information,  1 
believe,  a  verv  short  time  before  my 
right  hon.  friend  (Mr.  Perceval)  rose 
in  his  place  to  make  a  statement  to 
this  Committee  of  what  he  had  heard 
from  Colonel  Hamilton  on  the  subject 
of  this  note ;  I  stated  to  him,  I  am  told 
by  Mr.  Harrison,  that  he  has  heard 
from  Colonel  Hamilton  that  the  note 
is  not  destroyed  ;  and  I  believe  I  ad- 
ded, I  think  it  can  make  no  difference 
whether  it  is,  or  is  not,  in  the  state- 
ment you  have  to  make  ;  and  in  the 
examination  of  Captain  Sandon,  I  cer- 
tahily  stated  to  my  right  hon.  friend, 
that  1  had  received  this  information 
from  Mr.  Harrison,  who  told  me  he 
had  received  it  from  Colonel  Hamil- 
ton. 

Q.    Had  you  heard    of  this  note 

before  that  ? 

A.  I  had  been  informed,  by  my 
right  hon.  friend,  in  confidence,  of 
the  account  Colonel  Hamilton  had 
given  of  this  transaction,  and  of  his 
intentions,  as  I  believe  other  members 
were  informed,  to  make  the  statement 
to  the  House. 

IThe  Right  Hon.  Spencer  Perceval, 

attending  in  his  place,  z<;as  examined 

by  Lord  Folkstone.] 

Q.  Would  you  wish  to  correct  or  al- 
ter any  part  of  the  evidence  you  gave 
on  Monday,  relative  to  this  transac- 
tion ? 

A.  1  do  not  recollect  any  part  of 
the  evidence  I  gave  on  Monday  that  I 
would  wish  to  correct  or  alter ;  if  the 
noble  Lord,  in  consequence  of  the 
information  he  has  now  collected, 
would  wish  to  ask  any  other  question, 
I  will  give  an  answer. 

Q.  When  you  made  the  statement 
to  this  Committee  of  the  destruction  of 
this  note,  had  you  heard  that  the  note 
was  ftot  destroyed  ? 

A.  When  I  made  the  statement  to 
the  Committee,  I  had  received  such  a 
communication  as  my  hon.  friend  has 
just  mentioned,  and  1  did  in  the  state- 
ment that  I  made  to  the  Committee,  if 
NO.  19. 


my  recollection  does  not  extremely 
fail  me,  state  that  I  did  by  no  means 
know  whether  the  note  was  destroyed 
or  not,  and  that  statement  I  certaiiTIy 
did  make  in  consequence  of  the  in- 
formation 1  had  but  recently  received, 
for,  except  from  that  recent  informa- 
tion, 1  had  strongly  impressed  upon 
my  mind  that  the  note  wa;-;  destroyed. 
Q.  State  who  the  persons  were  to 
whom  you  had  given  information  res-  ^ 
pecting  this  note  ? 

A.  I  can  state  several,  but  I  cannot 
undertake  to  be  certain  that  I  can  state 
them  all;    I  communicated  it  to  the 
Solicitor  General,    to   the    Attorney 
General,  to   my   Lord  Castlereagh, 
to  Mr.  Canning,  and  I  think  I  men- 
tioned  it  to   Mr.  Yorke,  and  I  am 
pretty  conlident  that  I  mentioned  it 
to  others;  I  mentioned  it  likewise  to 
the  Lord  Chancellor,  I  mentioned  it 
to  my  Lord  Liverpool,  and  I  men- 
tioned it  to  Mr.  Huskisson  and  Mr. 
Long,    and    they   concurred  in  the 
opinion  that  Mr.  Adam  should  com- 
municate it  to  some  friends  of  his  on 
the  other  side  of  the  House  ;  and  I^ 
believe  that  to  every  one  of  the  gen- 
tlemen whose  names  I  have  mention- 
ed, 1  did  state  at  the  same  time  my 
opinion,  that  from  the  first  moment 
that  I  had  heard  of  tlie  existence  of 
this  note,  I    felt  it   to  be  xny  clear 
duty  not  to  be  the  depository  of  such 
a  secret ;  that  I  formed  that  opinion 
upon  the  first  day  that  it  was  com- 
municated  to  me,  before  I  under- 
stood it  to  be  destroyed,  and  that  as 
soon   as  I  did  know  that  it  was  de- 
stroyed, which  was  the  next  day,  I 
then  communicated  it  to  the  differ- 
ent persons  that  I  have  mentioned  ; 
but   I   believe  that   no  person  did 
know  of  the   existence  of  the  note 
till  I  heard  it  was  destroyed,  except 
I  believe  the  Lord  Chancellor,  when 
I  had  reason   to   believe  it  was   ia 
existence.     Before    1    heard  that  it 
had   been   destroyed,  I   determined 
to  communicate  the  fact,  so  that  the 
note,  if  it  was  not  destroyed,  should 
be  extracted  by  thQ  evidence  at  the 
3Q  ^^'* 
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T)ar ;  and  when  I  heard  that  it  was  de- 
stro3'ed,  1  still  continued  to  act  upon 
that  determination,  and  made  that 
determination  known.  In  the  exa- 
mination that  I  made  of  the  witness 
(Sandon)  at  the  bar,  I  had  in  my 
mind,  the  whole  time  of  that  exa- 
mination, the  various  points  of  fact 


which  the  witness  had  communicat- 
ed to  Colonel  Hamilton,  and  if  the 
witness  had  not  at  last  confessed  that 
the  note  was  not  destroyed,  I  should 
unquestionably  have  asked  him, 
whether  he  had  not  communicated  to 
Colonel  Hamilton,  that  verv  morn- 
ing,  that  it  was  not  destroyed. 


Mr.  HusKissON  corroborated  the  facts  slated  by  the  last  witness, 
and  added,  that  when  he  made  the  commnnicatiou  to  hirii,  he  did 
not  do  so  under  the  impression  that  it  would  make:  any  difference 
in  the  transaction,  as  previously  communicated  by  Colonel  Ha- 
inilcon. 

The  Solicitor  Gei^e r a L'also  confirmed  the  testimony  of  Mr. 
Perceval.  Restated,  that  when  the  communication  was  made  to 
hinl,  he  did  not  discover  in  his  right  honourable  friend  any  purpose 
but  one,  which  was  a  determined  resolution,  that  the  fact  should 
be  publicly  known.  He  perfectly  well  remembered  him  saying, 
that  it  was  due  to  his  own  honour  as  well  as  to  justice,  to  ascertain 
whether  that  document  was  real  or  a  forgery^      ■ 

Mr.  Cannit^g  also  confirmed  the  above  statement- 


(William  Adam,  Esq.  attending  in 
his  place,  tvas  examined  by  Lord 

I'OLKSfONE.) 

Q.  Did  you  receive  from  Colonel 
Hamilton,  or  Mr.  Harrison,  any  in- 
formation that  this  note  was  not  de- 
stroyed ? 

A.  I  certainly  received  no  informa- 
lion  from  Colonel  Hamilton  that  this 
note  was  not  destroyed  :  I  cannot  take 
upon  myself  to  recollect,  whether  I 
received  the  information  that  it  was 
not  destroyed  from  Mr.  Harrison  or 
Mr.  Huskisson  ;  but  much  about  the 
same  time  that  Mr.  Huskisson  has 
stated  himself  to  have  received  that 
information,  I  became  possessed  of 
that  fact.  I  wish  \o  state,  that  the 
circumstances  which  have  been  stated 
by  Mr.  Perceval  respecting  the  deter- 
niination  to  cominimicate,  from  the 
first  moment  of  our  intercourse  upon 
that  subject,  was  my  determination  as 
well  as  his.  I  wish  further  to  state, 
that  as  soon  after  the  note  was  report- 
ed to  me  to  have  been  destroyed  as  \ 
could  possibly  make  the  communica- 


tion, \  made  the  communication  to 
the  gentlemen  whom  I  mentioned  be- 
fore. Lord  Henry  Petty,  General  Fitz- 
patrick,  and  Mr.  Whitbread  :  I  wish 
to  add,  that  I  mentioned  it  to  those 
gentlemen,  as  Mr.  Whitbread  stated, 
on  the  Monday  preceding  Captain 
Sandon's  first  examination,  and  that 
on  the  day  preceding  his  second  exa- 
mination,! mentioned  it  to  my  learned 
friend  Sir  Arthur  Piggott,  and  to  my 
learned  friend  Mr.  Leach, 

(Rev.  John  Joseph  Ellis,  was  then 
called  in,  and  exajuined  by  Mr.' 
Perceval.) 

Q..  You  are  a  clergyman  ? 

A.  I  am. 

Q.  In  what  situation  of  life  are 
you  ? 

A.  One  of  the  masters  of  Mer- 
chant Taylors  School. 

•Q.  Do  you  know  a  person  of  the 
name  of  Favery  ;   Mrs.  Favery  ? 

A.   Not  by  that  name. 

Q.  By  what  name   do  you   knovr 

a  persofl 
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a  person  who  has  presented  herself 
at  tliis  bar  as  Mrs.  Favery  ? 
A.    Lhzabelh  Farqubar. 
Q.  Did  she  live  in  your  service  ? 
A.  Yes. 

Q.  To    whom   did  you   apply  for 
the  cliaracter    of    Mrs.     Farqubar, 
before  she  came  into  your  service-? 
A.  To  Mrs.  Clarke. 
Q.   Mrs.  Clarke,  who  has  been  ex- 
amined here  this  evening.    A.  ^  es. 

Q.  Where  did  Mrs.  Ciarkeliveat 
the  time  you  applied  for  Mrs.  Far- 
quhar's  character  ? 
A.  In  Golden-lane. 
Q.  Do  you  recollect  the  year  in 
which  Mrs.  Farqubar  came  into 
your  service  ? 

A.  It  was  in  the  beginning  of 
July,  in  the  year  1800,  and,  with 
the"  exception  of  three  months,  she 
lived  in  my  family  two  years. 

Q.  You  were  not,  at  that  time,  a 
carpenter  ? 

A.   By  no  means,  I  was  not. 
Q.  Did  you  apply  to  Mrs.  Clarke 
for  the  character  of  this  servant  ? 
A.  I  did. 

Q.  Can  you  recollect  what  name 
you  represented  to  Mrs.  Clarke,  the 
servant  stated  to  belong  to  her  ? 
A.  Elizabeth  Farqubar. 
Q.  Are^-ou  certain  that  you  asked 
^Irs.  Clarke  for  the  character  of  a 
servant  who  called  herself  Elizabeth 
Farquhar. 
A.  Certainly. 

Q.  Did  you  ever  know  of  Mrs. 
Clarke  calling  upon  Mrs.  Farquhar 
while  she  continued  in  your  ser- 
vice ? 

A.  Yes,  repeatedly. 
Q.  Did  Mrs.   Clarke  come  in  a 
carriage  or  on  foot  to  see  Mrs.  Far- 
quhar? 

A.  I  rather  think  on  foot,  I  never 
observed  a  carriage. 

Q.  Did  she  stay  any  time  with 
her  when  she  came  there  ? 

A.  Sometimes  half  an  hour,  some- 
times an  hour. 

Q.  You  say  frequently,  can  you 
say  whether  it  was  eight  or  ten  tunes 
in  the  period  of  her  living  with  you  ? 


A.  I  should  think  full  that. 

Q.  Did  she  come  to  visit  Mrs. 
Farquhar  as  an  acquaintance,  or  for 
what  purpose  did  she  come  ? 

A.  fier  visits  appeared  to  me  to 
be  very  familiar,  principally  in  the 


morning. 


Q.  Did  you  understand*  whether, 
there  was  any   relationship  between 
Mrs.  Clarke  and  Mrs.  Farquhar? 

A.  From  tlie  familiarity  that  sub- 
sisted between  them,  I  surmised  as 
much. 

Q.  Did  you  live  in  the  same  plaoe 
during  the  time  Mrs.  Farquhar  liv- 
ed with  you,  or  dici  you  change 
your  residence  ? 

A.  I  have  lived  in  my  present  re- 
sidence fourteen  years. 

Q.  Then  during  the  whole  time 
Mrs.  Farquhar  was  living  with  you, 
your  town  residence  was  constantly 
where  it  is  now  ? 

A.  Where  it  is  now. 

Q.  Had  you  occasion  while  she 
lived  with  you,  to  take  your  family 
to  the  sea-side  for  their  health  ? 

A.  Only  once,  while  she  lived 
with  me. 

Q.  Did  you  go  with  your  famil/ 
upon  that  occasion  ? 

A.  I  did. 

Q.  Did  you  leave  your  family 
there,  or  come  back  with  them  ? 

A.  I  went  with  them  an'd  return- 
ed with  them. 

Q.  You  stopped  with  them  the 
whole  time  ? 

A.  Yes,  and  returned  with  them. 

Q.  Was  Mrs.  Farquhar  with  yoU 
during  the  whole  time  ? 

A.  She  was  with  me  during  the 
whole  time. 

Q.  Had  you  any  reason  to  know 
from  iNIrs.  Farquhar  whether  she 
was  a  married  or  a  single  ^'omau)' 
at  the  time  she  lived  with  you  ?  -    '  < 

A.  I  considered  her  a  single  wo- 
man, and  had  no  reason  to  suppose 
the  contrary. 

Q.  Had  you  any  reason  to  know 
from  her  whether  she  had  a  mother 
living  at  the  time  ? 

A.  I  know  she  had  a  mother  liv^ 
3  Q  2  '■  '*n^ 
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ing,  Lecause  she  left  my  service  af- 
ter she  had  been  in  my  family  a 
twelve-month,  for  the  space  of  three 
months,  to  nurse  her  mother,  who 
was  reported  to  be  very  ill. 

Q.  Had  you  any  means  of  know- 
ing where  her  mother  lived  at  the 
time  Mrs.  Farquhar  was  in  your  fa- 
mily ? 

A.  I  know  it  was  somewhere 
a.bout  Tavistock-place,  but  where  I 
did  not  ascertain. 

-    Q.  From  whom  did  you  learn  that? 
A.  From  Elizabeth  Farquhar  her- 
self. 

Q.  That  she  lived  near  Tavistock- 
place  ? 

A.  Somewhere  in  that  neighbour- 
hood." 

Q.  Have  you  seen  Mrs.  Farquhar 
lately  ? 
A.  I  saw  her  last  night. 
Q.    What  occasion  had   you  for 
seeing  her  last  night  ? 

A.  She  called  upon  me,  and  re- 
quested particularly  to  see  me,  and 
the  motive  of  her  visit  was,  that 
she  felt  herself  extremely  ashamed, 
and  much  hurt  that  she  had  men- 
tioned my  name  in  the  manner  that 
she  had  done  ;  and  further,  to  say 
that  she  did  not  know  how  to  appear 
before  this  honourable  House  this 
evening,  because  you  would  not  give 
her  any  credit  for  what  she  might 
state  hereafter.  I  would  further 
add,  that  she  observed  it  was  from 
motives  of  delicacy  she  withheld 
my  name  and  my  place  of  residence, 
and  being  taken  by  surprise. 

Q.  Delicacy  to  whom  ? 
■J    A.  Delicacy  to  my  family. 

Q.  Did  she  say  it  was  out  of  de- 
licacy to  your  family  she  mentioned 
you  to  be  a  carpenter  ? 

A.  She  stated  that  she  felt  parti- 
cularly ashamed  that  she  had  stated 
what  she  had  relative  to  my  profes- 
sion. 

Q.  Did  you  learn  from  her  that 
she  knew  2,'ou  had  been  summoned 
lo  be  a  ^vitness  at  this  bouse  ? 

A.  She  knew  it  from  reading  the  ' 
paper  yesterday. 


Q.  Did  she  inform  you  that  she 
knew  it? 

A.  Yes,  she  did. 

Q.  What  did  your  family  consist 
of  at  the  time  you  went  to  the  sea- 
side ? 

A.  At  that  time  my  family  con- 
sisted of  three  children. 

Q.  Was  vour  wife  alive  ? 

A.   Yes. 

Q.  She  went  with  you  ? 

A.  Yes,  she  went  with  me. 

(By  Mr.  Charles  Adams.) 

Q..  Were  you  ever  present  at  afiy 
of  the  visits  you  described  to  have 
happened  between  Mrs.  Clarke  and 
Mrs.  Farquhar  ?         A,  Never. 

Q.  How  then  does  it  happen  that 
you  know  that  great  familiarity  pass- 
ed between  them  ? 

A.  Though  I  have  not  been  pre- 
sent in  the  room  with  them,  I  have 
seen  them  meet  together  at  my  door, 
and  they  have  addressed  each  other 
with  great  familiarity. 

(Bij  Lord  Folkstonk.) 

Q.  Have  you  seen  that  Mrs. 
Clarke  lately  \ 

A.  This  evening  in  the  Lobby; 
but  not  to  speak  to  her. 

Q.  That  is  the  same  Mrs.  Clarke 
vi'ho  used  to  visit  this  Mrs.  Farqu- 
har ? 

A.  The  very  same. 

Q.  Has  Mrs.  Farquhar  been  in 
your  family  at  any  period  since  that 
time  ? 

A.  Not  since  she  left  my  service 
in  ihe  month  of  May  1802. 

Q.  In  what  situation  of  your  fa- 
mily did  Mrs.  Farquhar  live? 

A.  As  nursery-maid. 

Q.  Have  you  seen  Mrs.  Farquhar 
here  ? 

A,  I  saw  her  pass  through  the 
Lobby  this  evenin(2 ;  but  not  to  speak 
to  her. 

\^irs  Fa-cery  was  called  in . Q 

Mr,  Elli9^Th'\s  is  iMrs.  Farquhar. 

(Mrs. 
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(Mrs.  Favery  zvas  examined  by  Mr. 
Perceval  as  follozus ;) 

Q.  Is  that  the  Mr-  Ellis  whom 
you  represented  as  a  carpenter  the 
other  night  ? 

A.  Yes,  it  is ;  1  had  no  other 
motive  in  disguising  Mr.  Ellis  than 
my  respect  for  the  family,  to  bring 
a  gentleman  from  the  pulpit  to  the 
bar. 

[Here  Mr.  Ellis  was  directed  to  zuiih- 
drazu.'] 

Q.  What  is  your  name  ? 

A.  My  name  is  Favery. 

Q.  How  long  have  you  been  call- 
ed by  the  name  of  Favery  ? 

A.  Always. 

Q.  Have  you  not  been  called  by 
any  other  name  ?  - 

A.  I  took  her  name  by  Mrs. 
Clarke's  permission  ;  I  asked  her  if 
I  might,  and  she  said  yes,  I  might 
lake  that  name  if  I  pleased  ;  that  I 
might  get  more  respect  shewn  me. 

Q.  When  was  that  ? 

A.  Some  years  ago. 

Q.  How  long  ago  ? 

A,  Ten  years  ago ;  it  is  between 
SIX  and  seven  years  ago  since  I 
lived  with  Mr.  Ellis. 

Q.  How  long  have  you  been  ac- 
quainted with  Mrs.  Clarke  ? 

A.  Ever  since  she  was  married. 

Q.  How  long  is  that  ? 

A.  It  is  twelve  or  thirteen  years 
4go  ;  I  cannot  exactly  say. 

Q.  Were  you  in  Mrs.  Clarke's  ser- 
vice when  you  desired  you  might 
take  her  name } 

A.  Yes,  I  was. 

Q.  And  that  you  might  gain  more 
respect,  she  told  you  to  take  her 
family  name  when  you  were  living 
in  her  service  ?         A.  Y^es. 

Q.  Had  you  ever  taken  that  name 
before?         A.  No. 

Q.  What  name  did  you  go  by 
before  ? 

A.  Always  my  own  name. 

Q.  What  was  that  name  ? 

A.  Favery. 

Q.  How  long  is  it  that  you  have 


dropped  the  name  of  Farquhar,  and 
taken  to  the  more  ordinary  name  of' 
Favery  ? 

A.  I  am  not  obliged  to  answer 
those  questions ;  I  did  not  come  here 
on  that  account.     . 

[The  Ckmr man  directed  the  mtnms 
to  anszver  the  question.'] 

Q.  How  long  i^   it  that  you  ha^e 
dropped  the  name  of  Farquhar,  and 
taken  to  the  more  ordinary  name  of 
Favery  ? 

A.  I  might  take  it  if  I  pleased  ;  I 
was  not  forced  to  take  Mrs.  Clarke's 
name;  she  told  me  1  might  if  I 
pleased,  and  I  did  it. 

Q.  When  did  you  drop  the  name 
of  Farquhar,  and  take  again  the 
name  of  Favery  ? 

A.  When  I  went  back  to  Glouces- 
ter-place. 

Q.  Was  that  that  you  might  have 
more  respect  from  the  name  of  Fa- 
very, or  out  of  delicacy  to  Mrs. 
Clarke's  family  .? 

A.  More  to  Mrs.  Clarke's  family 
than  to  myself. 

Q.  I  think  ycii  just  told  me, 
that  in  Mrs.  Clarke's  family  it  was, 
that  for  the  sake  of  having  more 
respect  you  dropped  the  name  of 
Favery,  and  took  the  name  of  Far- 
quhar ? 

A.  That  was  to  go  to  Mr.  Ellis's; 
it  was  when  I  went  there  ;  and  when 
I  went  back  to  Mrs.  Clarke,  I  told 
you  my  name  was  Favery. 

Q,  Was  it  not  to  disguise  from  the 
family  of  Mrs.  Clarke  that  your 
name  was  Farquhar,  that  you  took 
the  name  of  Favery  ? 

A.  No,  I  had  no  cause  to  disguise 
myself  in  any  point  whatever ;  I 
have  never  done  any  thing  that  I 
was  ashamed  or  afraid  of;  I  had  no 
call  to  disguise  myself  in  any  point 
whatever, 

Q.  Where  does  your  father  live  ? 

A.  In  his  grave. 

Q.  Where  did  he  live  ? 

A.  In  Scotland. 

Q.  What  name  did  be  goby  ? 

A.  Paver?. 
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A.  Favery.  ^ 

Q.     Has   your    mother   married 
since  your  father  died  ? 
A.  My  mother  is  dead. 
Q.    How  long  is  it  since  she  is 

dead. 

A.  Some  years  ago. 

Q.  How  many  years  ago  ? 

A.  I  cannot  recollect ;  such  ques- 
tions as  that  put  to  me. 

Q,  Did  vour  mother  die  before 
vour  father  ? 

A.  No,  my  father  died  first,  and 
my  mother  afterwards. 

Q.  Were  you  come  to  England 
before  your  mother  died  ?     A.  Yes. 

Q.  VVere  you  in  Mr.  Ellis's  ser- 
vice before  she  died  ?     A.  No. 

Q.  Did  you  ever  go  to  see} our 
mother  when  you  were  in  Mr.  El- 
lis's service  ? 

A.  No,  I  did  not. 

Q.  Did  you  continue  in  Mr.  El- 
lis's service  from  the  first  time  you 
went  into  it  till  the  last  time  you 
quitted  it,  without  interruption  ?  ^ 

A.  I  went  away  from  Mr.  Ellis's  ; 
Mrs.  Clarke  came  for  me  in  a  coach, 
with  her  sister,  and  desired  me  to 
come  to  her  child,  which  was  ill, 
Miss  Mary  Anne;  I  went  up  to 
Hampstead  to  her;  I  said  to  Mr. 
Ellis  that  I  wished  to  go  away  ;  he 
said,  fur  v\hat  reason?  I  said  my 
mother  was  ill,  and  I  wished  to 
leave ;  that  was  not  so,  but  I  did 
not  wish  to  offend  Mr.  Ellis  ;  and  I 
went  to  Mrs.  Clarke  again,  and 
staid  with  her  some  time,  and  then 
went  back  to  Mr.  Ellis's. 

Q.  And  you  told  Mr.  Ellis  when 
you  went  back,  you  had  been  nurs- 
ing your  sick  mother  ?      A.  Yes. 

'q.  Who  was  it  you  used  to  visit 
near  Tavistock- place,  when  you 
were  with  Mr.  Ellis  ? 

A.  1  never  visited  any  body  there 
while  I  was  with  Mr.  Ellis  ;  I  did 
not  know  Tavistock  -  place   at  that 

time. 

Q.  Who  was  it  you  used  to  repre- 
sent to  Mr.  Ellis  as  your  mother, 
that  you  wanted  to  go  and  see  when 
you  wanted  to  go  out  ? 


A.  Mrs.  Clarke  and  her  children^ 
and  no  one  else  ;  and  if  she  was 
here  she  would  represent  the  same. 

Q.  You  represented  that  as  a 
visit  to  your  mother.'' 

A.  Yes,  because  I  did  not  wish  to 
tell  him  I  was  going  there. 

Q.  You  told  him  your  motherV 
name  was  Mrs.  Farquhar  ?  i 

A.  I  did  not  tell  him,  because  he 
never  asked  me. 

Q.  Where  did  Mrs.  Clarke  live  at 
that  time  ? 

A.  At  Hampstead. 

Q.  Not  in  Tavistock-place  ? 

A.  No,  she  did  not;  and  I  did 
not  know   Tavistock-place   at  that 

time. 

Q.  Did  you  use  to  tell  Mr.  Ellis 
you  were  going  to  Hampstead  ? 

A.  Only  once,  and  he  gave  me 
leave  to  go. 

Q.  Where  did  you  use  to  tell  him 
yoii  were  going  to? 

A.  I  never  told  him  any  where ; 
he  never  put  those  questions  to  me  3 
it  was  not  above  once  a  month,  01 
once  in  six  weeks  that  I  did  go  out 

Q.  Did  you  ever  live  with  Mrs. 
Clarke  in  Tavistock-place  ? 

A.  I  lived  with  her  mother,  and 
she  lived  there  too  some  time  after 
that. 

Q.  Are  you  any  relation  of  Mrs. 

Clarke's  ? 

A.  That  is  not  a  question  to  pul 
to  me  upon  the  business. 

IThe  Chainnan  directed  the  xvitnesi 
to  attend  to  the  questions,  and  tc 
ansiver  them  in  a  manner  becoming 
the  dignity  of  the  Committee.'] 

Q.  Are  you  any  relation  of  Mrs 

Clarke's  ? 

A.  No,  I  am  not  a  relation  to  her 

Q.  What  objection  liad  you  tc 
answer  that  question  ? 

A.  Because  I  think  there  is  n( 
reason  to  put  such  questions  a 
that,  that  are  not  upon  the  busines; 
I  was  brought  here  upon. 

Q.  Did  you  never  tell  any  bod^ 
that  you  were   a   relation    of  Mrs 

Clarke's  ?  ^    ^, 

A.  No 


m 


A.  No,  I  do  not  think  that  I  ever 
,did. 

Q.  Can  you  have  any  doubt  of 
that  ?        A.  Yes,  I  can. 

p.  How  came  you  to  doubt 
^bout  it  ? 

A.  I  hved  with  Mrs.  Clarke,  to 
be  sure  ;  I  know  what  you  want  to 
bring  forward,  and  I  will  bring  it 
forward  myself;  I  suppose  about  uiy 
being  married  to  Mr.  VValmesley. 

Q.  If  you  have  any  thing  to  bring 
forward  aboat  Mr.  VValmesley  X  shall 
be  very  glad  to  hear  it.^ 

A.  I  was  married  to  this  man,  and 
I  mairied  in  the  name  of  Farquhar  ; 
he  was  a  married  man,  and  1  would 
not  live  with  him  ;  he  had  a  wife  be- 
fore me,  and  I  never  cohabited  with 
him  when  1  knew  of  it, 

Q.  How  came  you  to  marry  him 
in  the  name  ot  Farquhar  ? 

A.  I  spoke  to  Mrs.  Clarke  upon 
it,  and  said,  I  -am  going  to  be  mar- 
ried ;  she  said,  to  whom?  I  said,  to 
a  coal-merchant;  which  1  thought 
he  was  at  the  time,  but  I  was  deceiv- 
ed ;  she  said,  I  would  not  have 
him  ;  I  said,  I  will,  and  I  was  mar- 
ried to  him.  I  married  in  the  name 
of  Farquhar. 

Q.  How  came  you  to  marry  in 
the  name  of  Farquhar  ? 

A.  Because  1  had  left  Mrs,  Clarke; 
she  had  not  any  money  to  give  me, 
and  she  said  if  1  could  get  any  thing 
upon  credit,  I  might  take  it  in  her 
mother's  name,  and  so  I  did  ;  and 
I  took  bills  in  the  name  of  Mrs.  Far- 
quhar, and  Mrs.  Farquhar  paid 
them. 

Q.  When  was  this  ? 

A.  Three  years  ago  ;  I  left  Mrs. 
Clarke  at  the  time. 

Q-  It  was  upon  that  occasion 
Mrs-  Clarke  permitted  you  to  take 
the  name  of  Farquhar  ? 

A.  No,  before  that  she  permitted 
me,  I  assure  you. 

Q-  Then  you  went  by  the  name 
of  Farquhar  before  you  married  ? 

A.  Yes,  I  did. 

Q.  How  long  did  you  live  with 
your  husband  ? 


A.  Four  months  ;   no  longer, 
Q.    Did  you  never    represent    to 
your  husband  that  you  were  related 
to  Mrs.  Clarke  ? 

A.  No,  I  never  did. 
Q.  That  you  are  positive  of  ? 
A.  Yes,  1  never  did,  indeed,  do 
that,  because  he  asked  me  several 
times,  and  I  told  him,  no,  though  I 
went  by  that  name  I  was  not  related 
to  Mrsl  Clarke. 

Q.  How  came  the  real  Mrs.  Far- 
quhar to  pay  so  many  bills  for  you, 
which  you  drew  in  her  name  ? 

A.  Because  I  lived  with  her 
daughter,  and  she  gave  riie  no  mo- 
ney; I  never  had  above  10/.  of  her 
in  my  life ;  I  had  only  10/.  of  her  all 
the  time  she  lived  with  his  Royal 
Highness  in  that  house. 

Q.  Did  Mrs.  Clarke  never  pay  you 
more  than  10/.  for  all  your  services  ? 

A.  No;  once  she  gave  nve  3/.  but 
never  more  than  15/.  altogether  dur- 
ing the  time  she  lived  with  His  Royal 
Highness. 

Q.  But  before  the  time  she  lived 
^'ith  His  Royal  Highness? 

A.  Yes,  then  I  have  been  paid  very 
well,  but  I  did  not  live  always  witk 
Mrs.  Clarke. 

Q.  You  are  not  Mrs.  Farquhar's 
daughter? 

A.  Nt>,  I  positively  am  not  Mrs, 
Farquhar*s  daughter. 

Q.  Are  you  not  Mrs.  Farquhar's 
husband's  daughter  by  a  former 
wife  ?  - 

A.  I  cannot  answer  you  that  ques- 
tion, but  I  am   not  the  present  Mrs. 
Farquhar's  daughter,  I  can  assure  you. 
Q.  Cannot  you  answer  that  ques- 
tion ? 

A.  No,  I  cannot," indeed. 
Q.  Why  cannot  you  answer  it  ? 
A.  Supposing  I  did  not  know  my 
mother  nor  my  father  ;  I  cannot  an- 
swer to  that;  I  cannot  tell  what  they 
did  with  me  when  I  was  young  ;  I 
cannot  answer  such  a  question  as  that  ; 
it  is  impossible. 

Q.  How  old  were  you  when  your 
father  died  ? 

A.  I  am  sure  I  cannot  tell  you  ;  I 
do  not  know  my  ©\vn  age  now. 

O     Wpr^ 
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Q.  Were  you  an  infant  when  your 
father  died  ? 

A.  I  believe  I  was  ;  I  did  not 
know  my  ovs'n  father. 

Q.  Nor  your  mother  ? 

A.  1  do  not  know  that  I  knew  my 
motlier. 

Q.  Which  died  first? 

A.  I  believe  my  father  died  first, 
as  far  as  I  have  he'ard  ;  I  cannot  say 

to  it. 

Q.  Did  you  know  your  mother  ? 

A.  I  did  not  know  my  mother. 

Q.  Did  your  father  marry  again  ? 

A;  I   cannot  answer  to  that  ques- ' 
tion  ;  I  do  not  know. 

Q.  Do  you  mean  to  say  you  do  not 
know   whether  your   father   married 

again  ? 

A.  No,  I  cannot  answerthat  ques- 
tion. 

Q.  Did  you  ever  hear  Mrs.  Farqu- 
har  say  that  you  were  the  daughter  of 
her  husband  by  a  former  wife } 

A.  No,  I  never  did. 

Q.  But  you  will  not  state  that  you 
were  not  the  daughter  of  Mi-s.  Farqu- 
har's  husband  by  a  former  wife? 

A.  I  cannot  say  any  thing  about  it, 
but  I  can  say  I  am  not  this  Mrs.  Far- 
quhar's  daughter  ;  that  lean  answer 

to. 

Q.  Did  you  know  that  Mr.  Wal- 
mesley  was  summoned  to  be  a  witness 
at  this  bar  to-night  ? 

A.  No,  1  did  not  know  it. 
Q.  You  had  not  heard  so  ? 
A.  No,  I  have  not  been  told  so. 
Q.  Have  you   not  seen   it  in   the 
paper  ? 

A.  Indeed  1  have  not  seen  the 
paper  to-day  nor  yesterday  neither. 

Q.  Did  you   happen  to  know  that 
Mr.  Ellis  was  summoned  as  a  witness  ? 
A.  Yes. 

Q.  How  did  you  know  that  ? 
A    1  went  to  beg  his  pardon  ;  I  did 
not  wish  to  bring  him  into  it  at  all, 
because  I  thought  it  was  quite  unne- 
cessary to  bring  him  in. 

Q.  Did  you  knew  that  Mr.  Ellis 
•was  summoned  to  be  a  witness  at 
this  bar  ? 

A.  Yes,  I  kiiew  that  he  va?  sum- 
moned to  fee  hen. 


Q.  Do  you  mean  that  you  die 
know,  or  that  you  did  not  know  > 

A.  I  did  know,  because  I  went  t( 
Mr.  Ellis  last  night. 

Q.  Did  you  know  before  you  wen 
to  him  last  night? 

A.  I  was  told  that  he  was  in  th( 
paper,  and  I  said  I  was  very  sorrj 
that  he  should  be  put  into  the  pape 
on  my  account. 

Q.  Who  told  you  so  ? 
A.  My  mistress. 
Q.  Mrs.  Clarke  told  you  so  ? 
A-  Yes,  I  had  no  motive  vvhaleve 
for  disguising  Mr.  Ellis,  but  only  hi 
family. 

Q.  Had  you  told  Mrs.  Clarke  yoi 
had  represented  Mr.  Ellis  to  be  ; 
carpenter  ? 

A.  I  told  her  last  night. 
Q.  Not  till  last  night .? 
A.  Yes. 

Q.  Are  you  quite  sure  you  did  no 
tell  Mrs.  Clarke  before  last  night? 

A.  1  told  her  I  ha,d  so  representei 
Mr.  Ellis ;  she  said,  Why  did  you  d 
it ;  I  said  I  did  not  wish  to  bring  hir 
forward  in  the  House. 

Q.  If  you  had  represented  him  t 
be  a  clergyman,  and  represenlC' 
your  story  truly,  how  would  that  hav 
brought  him  forward  ? 

A.  I  had  no  motive  whatever  fc 
it,  but  to  screen  Mr.  Ellis. 

Q.  Do  you  mean  to  say,  that  th 
wish  to  screen  any  person  is  a  suft 
cient  reason  with  you  for  represen 
ing  the  fact  different  than  the  truth 
A.  That  was  my  motive,  and  n 
other,  to  keep  Mr.  Ellis  out  of  ih 
paper. 

Q.  Do  you  mean  to  say,  that  tl 
wish  to  screen  any  person  is  a  suf 
cient  reason  with  you  for  represen 
ing  the  fact  different  than  tl 
truth  ? 

A.  Yes,  that  was  it ;  I  wished 
screen  Mr.  Ellis  in  every  point. 

Q.  Do  you  recollect  how  oft< 
Mrs.  Clarke  called  upon  you  whi 
you  were  living  with  Mr.  Ellis  ? 

A.  I  believe  once,  and  her  sisl 
Miss  Isabel  Farquhar. 
Q.  Only  once  ?    A-  No. 
Q.  Are  vou  sure  of  that  ? 

A.  Op 
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A.  Once  Miss  Taylor  called  upon 
Kie,  and  Mr.  John  Clarke's  wife; 
I  never  had  an)  body  but  twice  ihere. 

Q.  Never  any  body  called  upon 
you  but  these  four  persons  ? 

A.  No,  I  do  not  recollect  any  body 
elsecalHiig  on  me. 

Q.  Did  Miss  Taylor  call  upon  you 
a]or)e  ? 

A,  No,  there  was  Mr.  John 
Clarke^  wife  wi'h  her. 

Q.  Was  that  the  Miss  Taylor  who 
has  been  here  ?     A.  Yes. 

Q.  Did  she  come  upon  a  visit  to 
you  ? 

A.  No,  she  only  called  to  see  me, 
and  to  tell  me  Mrs.  Clarke  wanted  lo 
see  me  as  soon  as  possible ;  I  told  her 
I  could  not  come  out. 

Q.  Did  you  know  Miss  Taylor 
before  she  called  upon  vou? 

A.  O,  yes. 

Q.  How  lon^  hav?  you  A-ftown  her  ? 

A.  Nine  or  ten  years  ;  she  lived  at 
Bayswater,  and  they  had  a  house  in 
Ormond^street. 

Q.  Do  you  recollect  Mrs.  Clarke's 
ever  living  with  a  person  of  the  name 
of  Ogiivy  i 

A.  Not  lo  my  knowledge,  she  ne- 
ver-did. 

Q.  Did  you  know  such  a  person  ? 

A.  I  ha\»e  seen  him  ;  a  lusty 
gentleman ;  I  have  seen  him  in 
Tavisiock-place,  two  or  three  times. 

Q.  Had  y(»u  any  character  given 
you  when  you  went  to  live  with  Mr. 
Ellis? 

A.  Yes  I  had. 

Q.  By  whom  was  that  cliaracter 
given  ? 

.  A.  Mrs,  Clarke  or  h.er  sister  j  I  do 
not  know  which  gave  it. 

Q.  Under  what  name  was  that 
character  given  ? 

A.  In  the  name  ofFarquTjar. 

(By  Sir  T.  Turton.) 

Q.  Was  the  person  whom  you  re- 
presented as  Mr.  Ellis,  that  you  lived 
with  as  a  carpenter,  the  person  whom 
yon  also  represented  as  keeping  a 
linen-draper's  shop  at  the  other  end 
of  the  town  ? 
Ho.  20 


A.  I  never  represented  sucK  a 
thing. 

Q.  Did  you  represent  that  Mr. 
Elli>  to  keep  a  shop  f 

A.  Yes. 

Q.  Then  is  that  statement  that 
you  made,  wholly  untrue,  and  a  fa- 
bricaiirm  of  your  own? 

A.  It  is  quite  untrue  that  he  was 
a  carpenter,  he  was  a  gentleman;  but 
I  did  not  wish,  as  I  have  before  said, 
to  bring  him  forward  ;  it  was  a  fa- 
brication of  my  own  doing,  on  pur* 
pose  that  I  would  not  bring  him  for- 
ward.  ' 

Q.  Was  iJt  a  fabrication  as  to  the 
statement  that  he  kept  a  shop  ? 

A.  He  never  kept  a  shop,  to  my 
knowledge;  he  is  a  gentleman  as  I 
have  told  you  before. 

Q.  Do  you  now  recollect  in  what 
street  he  lived  ? 

A.  I  did  not  know  last  night,  vvhe<;i 
1  went  there;  I  was  two  or  three 
hours  finding  the  place  out ;  though  I 
had  a  coacli  to  Cheapside,  1  could 
not  find  it  out  when  the  coach  put 
me  down  ;  I  never  was  at  Mr.  Ellis's 
since  I  left  him  till  now. 

Q.  Hou'long  in  truth  did  you  live 
wiih  Mr.  Ellis? 

A.  I  believe,  as  near  as  I  can  say, 
two  years;   I  lived  with  him  twice. 

Q.  During  the  lime  you  lived  with 
Mr.  Ellis,  did  he  change  his  resi- 
dence r 

A.  No,  never. 

Q.  You  are  quite  sure  of  that? 

A.  Yes,  I  am  quite  sure  of  that, 
because  I  found  him  where  I  left 
him. 

Q.  Were  you  sent  with  the  child'-'^n 
to  Brighton,  or  lo  the  sea-side,  by 
yourself? 

A.  No,  I  went  with  Mr.  and  M  s. 
E'lis  there ;  I  went  to  Hampsteavi 
by  myself  with  the  children,  when 
they  had  the  meades,  by  Mr.  and 
Mrs.  Ellis's  orders;  but  I  did  not 
mention  that  before;  I  never  thought 
of  it. 

Q.  You  have  said  that  your  fa- 
ther lived  in  Scotland  ;  in  what  part 
of  ScQtlinQ  ? 

3   R  <  A,  I 
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At.  I  do  not  know  in  what  part  he 
lived. 

Q.  You  have  stated,  that  you  did 
not  wish  Mr.  EHis  to  know  where 
you  were  going  to  when  you  went  to 
Mrs*  Clarke's ;  what  was  your  rea- 
son tbr  wishing  that  ? 

A.  I  had  no  motive,  only  people 
do  not  like  lo  have  (heir  children 
taken  about;  not  that  I  suppose  Mr. 
Eihs  had  any  reason  to  suppose  I 
should  do  any  thing  with  his  children, 
or  any  thing  that  would  hurt  them. 

(By  Mr.  Perceval.) 

Q.  Can  you  recollect  where  you 
f^ere  married  ? 

A.  Yes. 

Q.  Where? 

A.  At  Woolwich  church. 

Q.  By  the  name  o(  Farquhar  ? 

A.  Yes,  it  is  three  years  ago. 

Q.  Have  you  any  relations  In 
town  .? 

A  I  dp  not  know  that  I  have  any 
relations,  or  any  acquaintance  ;  hard- 
ly two;  I  keep  no  company ;  I  hardly 
see  ai>y  one. 

IThe  iiitness  zi-as  direcUd  to  xiith^. 
drazv.']    ■ 


(Mr.-  Greekv/ood  ti-a*  then  called  iitf 
and  a  copy  of  a  letter  being  ,sheivn  to> 
him  he  ZLas  exaiidned  asfoUons  :) 

Q.  Is  that  In  your  hand-writing  ? 

A.  Ye-J,  it  is. 

Q.  Do  you  know  what  that  papers 


IS  r 


A.  Yes,  I  do. 

Q.  Slate  to  theCoramitlee  what  it 
is. 

A.  It  is  a  copy  of  a  letter  written 
to  Mrs.  Clarke,  afier  the  Duke  had 
separated  from  her. 

Q,  Written  by  whom  ? 

A.  By  the  Duke  of  York. 

Q.  Did  you  take  this  copy  from 
the  original  letter  so  sent  ? 

A.  I  did. 

Q.  You  perfectly  recollect  that 
this  is  a  correct  copy  of  the  contents 
of  the  letter  so  sent  ? 

A.  1  conclude  it  was,  I  believe  it 
is  a  correct  copy  ;  Idonot  recollect 
comparing  it  with  the  original  after- 
wards. 

Q.  You  copied  this  in   your  own 
hand-writing,      from      the      DukeV 
letter  ? 

A.  Yes,  I  did. 


[The  letter  was  read.] 


ti 


You  must  recollect  the  occagion  which  obliged  me,  above 
seven  months  ago,  to  employ  my  Solicitor  in  a  suft  with  which  I 
\yas  then  threaiened  on  your  account;  the  result  oi"  those  inquiries 
tirstgave  me  reason  to  form  an  unfavourable  opinion  of  your  con- 
dGCt;  you  cannot  therefore  accuse  me  of  rashly  or  hastily  deciding 
against  you  :  but  after  the  proofs  v.hich  have  at  last  been  brought 
forward  lo  me,  and  which  it  is  impossible  for  you  to  controverr,  I 
owe  It  to  my  own  character  and  situation  to  abide  by  the  resolu- 
tion which  I  have  taken,  and  from  which  it  is  impossible  for  me  to 
recede.  An  interview  between  us  must  be  a  painful  task  to  both^- 
and  can  b^  of  no  possible  advantage  to  vou  :— 1  therefore  must, 
decline  it.'' 


t 


■=.,■  i 


^ 


•^-  Copy  of  a  No!c  suppo.^ed  to  have 
been  W^  by  the  D-.-^'^ 


Q.  Do 


499 


Q.  Do  you  recollect   the  date  of 
lha(  letter  ? 

A.  Indeed  I  do  not. 

Q.  You  have  stated  that  It  was 
after  the  separation,  how  long  after- 
wards ? 

A.  Immediately. 

Q.  U  that  docket,  at  the  back  of  it^ 
your  hand- writing  ? 

A,  No,  it  is  not. 

Q.  Whs  this  letter  written  at  the 
period  of  the  separation,  to  announce 
the  separation,  or  subsequent  ? 

A.  It  was  upon  the  separation,  im- 
mediately after;  I  believe,  his  Royal 
Highness  never  saw  her  afier- 
\j'ards. 

Q.  Had  he  been  in  the  habit  of 
seeing  her  up  lo  the  time  when  this 
letter  was  written  ? 

A.  I  really  do  not  know  that,  I  ra- 
ther think  that  widiin  three  or  four, 
dgys  he  had  seen  her. 

(Bf/  Mr.  C.  Adams.) 

Q.  At  whose  desire  was  the  copy 
ot  that  letter  taken  ? 

A.  At  his  Royal  Highnesses  de- 
sire. 

Q,  Has  it  been  in  your  possession 
ever  since  ? 

A.  I  have  never  seen  it  till  to-night, 
I  believe,  from  the  time  I  look  the 
copy. 


Q.  Do  you  know  in  whose  posses- 
sion it  ha^  been  ? 

A.  I  really  do  not. 

Q.  To  whom  did  you  give  it  after 
having  taken  a  copy  of  it  ? 

A.  I  left  it  with  the  Duke  of  York. 

IJ  letter  sent  hj  Mrs.  Clarke  since 
she  left  the  House,  being  shezim  to  the 
liitness.'] — Q.  Do  you  believe  that  to 
be  the  Duke  of  York's  hand-writing  ? 

A.  I  believe  it  is. 

Q.  Will  you  look  at  the  address  of 
that,  do  you  know  that  hand-writ- 
ing ? 

A.  No,  [  do  not  at  all. 

[The  witness  looked  at  another 
letter.'] — Q.  Whose  hand-writing  is 
that  ? 

A.  I  think  this  is  the  same  hand- 
writing as  the  last. 

[Another  letter  being  sJiezun  to  the 
zvit?iess.'\ — Q.  Do  you  believe  that 
to  be  the  Duke  of  York's  hand-writ- 

A.  I  believe  it  is. 

[Another  letter  being  shewn  to  the 
liitness.^ — Q.  Do  you  believe  that 
to  be  the  Duke  of  York's  hand-writ- 


ing 


A.  I  think  that  is  the  same  hand- 
writing. 

Q.   Do  you  know  General  Cla- 

vering's  hand-writing  ? 
A.  No,  I  do  not. 


[The  following  letters  were  then  read  :] 

*^  Without  being  informed  to  what  au)oiint  you  may  wish  for 
assistance,  it  is  impossible  for  me  to  say  how  far  it  is  in  my  power 
to  be  of  use  to  you.''  /^    -., 

''  Tnday  JNIorng." 

Addressed: 
^' Mrs.  Clarke, 

M*^9,  Old  Burlington-street" 

"If  it  could  be  of  the  least  advantage  to  either  of  us,  I  should 
not  hesitate  in  complying  with  your  wish  to  see  me  ;  but  as  a  meet- 
ing must,  I  should  think,  be  painful  to  both  oi  us,  under  the  present 
circumstances,  I  must  decline  it," 

Addressed  :  *  " 

f'  Mrs.  Clarke, 

jS'*  18,  Gloucester-place,  / 

Portmim-square." 
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**  Oct.  SI,  1806. 
"  It  IS  totally  out  of  my  power  to  be  able  to  give  the  assistance 
which  you  seem  to  expect*" 


00 


o 


A  24  \^ 

80(3 


Addressed  t 
''  Mrs.  Clarke, 

Southampton,*' 
1/4 

^*  I  enter  fully  into  vour  sentiments  concerniner  vour  children 
out  cannot  undertake  what  I  am  not  sure  of  performing. 

*^  With  regard  to  Wey bridge,  I  think  iliat  you  had  better  re 
move  your  furniture,  and  then  direct  the  person  who  teas  employed h 
take  the  house y  to  give  it  up  again,'' 

Addressed  : 
''  Mrs.  Clarke, 

jN<*  is,  Gloucester- place, 

.  Portman-square." 

(To  Afr.  GreenvjQod.) — Q.  Were  you  in  the  frequent  habit  of  copying  hi 
!Ro}al  Higline^s's  Icliers  ?     A- No. 

Q.  Did  his  Royal  Highness  give  you  any  particular  reason,  for  wishing 
you  to  copy  this  letter } 

A.  I  lliir.k  I  -was  with  the  Duke  of  York  at  the  time  he  wrote  that  letter 
and  as  he  generally  copies  letters  that  he  does  write  himself,  that  1  under 
look  to  copy  it,  to  save  him  the  trouble, 

[The  tiitntss  zvithdrev!., 

(Mils.  Jacob  zvas  then  called  io  ilie.  bar,  and  interrogaUd  by 

Mr.  Wardlf.) 

Q.  Are  you  niece  to  Mr.  Nicholls?     A.  Yes. 

Q.  Had  you  any  transaction  witii  Mr.  Nicholls  with  respect  to  property? 

A'  I  had. 

Q.  State  what  it  was, 

[The  ziitncss  v.as  ordered  to  ziithdraw. 

Mr.  Pehcf.val  wished  the  honourable  gentleman  to  state  wha' 
he  meant,  to  direct  this  testimony  ;  ifit  could  really  affect  thecas< 
before  them,  he  had  no  objection*  to  its  being  persevered  in. 

Mr.  Wardt.e  said,  ihnt  he  wished  to  examine  the  witness  a: 
to  a  fact  which  he  thought  would  materially  shake  the  testimonyo; 
Nicholls;  it  had  been  represented  to  him,  that  he  had  stated  tha 
the  last  witness  was  dead,  in  grder  to  obtain  some  property  to  wh.ic* 
che  was  entitled. 
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Mr.  Bathurst  proposed,  tliat  the  honourable  genileman  should 
inform  himself  of  the  fact  by  communication  with  the  witness, 
before  he  broui!;fit  her  forward  in  evidence;  in  whieli  snggestiou 
he  acquiesced.  After  communicatino;  wnth  ihe  witness,  he  stated 
that  he  found  the  circumstance  to  which  he  aHuded,  rested  on  the 
report  of  others  to  her ;  consequently  she  could  not  speak  to  her 
own  actual  knowledi^je. 

(Charles  Taylor,  Eaq.  a  ^ft'?/lhcr  of  the  Hovae,  attending  in  his  j^lace, 
was  examint'd  by  the  Committee,  as  folloivs  ;) 

Q.  Do  you  believe  that  to  be  General  Clavering's  hand-wriling  ? 

A.  Yes  I  do. 

Q.  Are  you  acquainfed  with  hU  hand-vvriiln^  ?     A.  Yes,  I  am. 

Q.  Did  you  ever  see  General  Claverino;  vvriie  ? 

A'  Ho^v  could  1  possibly  assert  I  knew  his  writing,  if  I  had  no{. 

[The  letter  was  read,,  dated  the  8th  of  February,  1808.] 


''  Mv  dear  iMrs.  €• 


*^  Limmer's  Hotel, 

Conduit-street,  ^ih Tch^. 
6  P.  M." 


"  I  have  just  heard  tliat  you  had  it  in  contemplation  to  sub- 
poena me  bef^ne  the  House  of  Commons:  the  report  I  hope  is 
unfounded  ;  at  all  events,  /  am  particutarfi/  to  beg,  that  you  will 
take  every  care  that  my  name  even  be  in  no  shape  whatever,  or  on 
auy  account^  brought  before  the  House  of  Commons.  As  being  a 
family  man,  the  world  would  be  inclined  to  attribute  motives  to  our 
acquaintance,  which,  tho'  uot  existing,  all  the  arguments  io  the 
universe  would  not  persuade  them  to  tlie  contrary. 

With  groat  regard, 
truly  y", 

H,  M.  Claverino.'* 
''  In  haste,  6  P.  M." 
'*  Mrs.  Clnrke, 

Wes  bonrn-place, 

Sloane-street." 


(Thomas  Lowten,  Esq.  zeas  called 
in,  and  exajnlncd  bij  Sn<.  Tnos. 
TuRTON,  asjoiloKH  :) 

Q.  Y'ouarea  Solicitor  ? 

A.  I  am  an  Attorney  at  Law  and 
Solicitor. 

Q.  Do  you  remember  being  em- 
ployed by  Mr.  Adam  in  the  year 
1805  to  make  any  inquiries  relating 
to  Mrs, Clarke? 

A.  I  do.  The  first  application  to 
me  upon  that  subject  was  from  his 
Boyal  Highness  the  Duke  of  York  in 
the  mouth  of  October,  1805,  in<:on- 


•sequence  oF  a  letter  which  had  bcerj 
wr'l;en  to  him.  1  had  the  honour 
to  see  his  Rt)yal  Highness,  and  he 
communicated  to  me  the  business  in 
which  he  wished  me  to  be  employed, 
and  1  acted  professionally  and  con- 
fidentially for  him  upon  that  occa- 
sion. 

Q.  In  the  course  of  such  inquiries 
did  you  receive  any  and  what  proofs 
that  Mrs.  Clarke  had  made  use  of 
his  Royal  Highness  the  Duke  of 
York's  name  to  raise  money  ? 

A.  I  cannot  say  that  I  did  in  any 
inquiries  that  I  made,  diocover  that 

she 
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ss!>c  bad  made  use  of  the  Duke  of 
York^s  name  to  raise  monpy.  It  sp- 
peared  to  me  that  in  consequence  (4' 
ihe  proteclionshe  had  from  die  Duke 
Qi  Vork,  and  the  way  she  lived, 
many  persons  were  induced  to  trust 
irer  turther  than  I  think  Hiey  would 
have  .'^•^ne,  if  it  had  not  been  for 
that  protection, 

Q.  In  the  course  of  that  inquiry 
fJid  any  pecuniary  transaction  turn 
oat^  in  which  JSlrt.  Clarke  was  con- 
cerned, that,  in  y(jur  opinion,  in- 
quired in  any  degree  the  clmracter  of 
his  Royal  Highness  the  Duke  of 
York  ? 

A,  My  inquiries  upon  that  occa- 
sion tvere  not  directed  to  tlie  pur- 
pose of  kiK)wing  wliat  transactions 
she  had  with  respect  to  money  con- 
cerns, they  were  of  a  nature  which 
regarded  Mrs.  Clarke's  husband  and 
te-r  family,  rather  than  tjie  mode  in 
\s:hich  she  acquired  money, 

Q-»  Do  I  understand  vou  to  ?av 
Tou  were  not  directed  by  Mr.  Adauj 
to  investigate  the  cirrurnstance  of 
any  pecuniary  tran?acti:)n  in  whith 
the  use  of  the  Duke  of  York's  name 
Lad  bt^en  made? 

A.  I  do  not  particularly  recollect 
that  Mr.  Adam  ever  directed  me  to 
j!;quire  particularly  as  to  any  trans- 
action in  which  the  Duke  ol  York's 
lianie  was  made  use  of  wiih  respect 
lo  money  ;  he  had  communication 
iTpon  that  subject  with  a  gciiilenian 
vbo  was  more  at  hberty  to  go  af^out 
than  I  was,  which  was  Mr.  Wilkin- 
son. 

Q.  Donotyon  retollectMr.  Adam 
stating  to  you,  that  he  considtred 
'tJie  conduct  of  Mrs.  Clarke  had 
been  very  incorrect  in  pecuniary 
transactions,  in  the  use  of  the  Duke 
pf  York's  name  ? 
^  A.  1  do  not  recollect  it, 

Q.  Do  you  recollect  stating  upon 
J^per  the  result  of  your  invtstiga- 
tion  of  the  inquiries  to  his  Royal 
Highness  the  Duke  of  York  ? 

A.  In  the  beginning  of  the  month 

fii  May    JSOo,    having  acquired  as 

.  ippch  evidence,  as  appeared  to  Qie 


to  be  necessary  for  the  purpose  of  i 
satisfying  the    Duke  of  York  on  tlie   ' 
subjects  on  which  I   was  employed, 
those  several  matters   which  did  so 
come   to   mv   knowledge    were    re- 
duced  to  writing,  and  I  do  not  know 
whether  througti-r-Ir.  Adam  or  some^ 
other  person  were  connnunicated  to 
his   Royal  Highness    the   Duke  of 
Y'ork. 

Q.  When  you  had  finished  the 
examination,  did  you  communicate 
the  result  of  it  with  the  proofs  to 
his  Royal  Highness  the  Duke  of 
Y^ork  ? 

A.  I  p"t  them  into  a  tiain,   and 
they   went   to  his  Jloyal  Highness. 
I  did   not  deliver   them   myself:   I. 
knew  froui  his  Uoyal  Highness  tliaL 
he  !iad  them. 

Q.To  whom  did  you  deliver  thern 
to  be  conveyed  to  liis  Royal  High^ 
uess  ? 

A.  As  to  tiie  hand,  whether  I  de- 
livered ihem  myself,  or  any  clerk, 
or  any  servant,  1  cannot  tell. 

Q.  Were  they  conveyed  by  your»- 
self  or  any  other  confidential  per- 
son ? 

A.  I  really  do  not  recollect. - 

Q.  Are  vou  sure  that  the  re?'i^, 
and  the  documents  upon  which  liiat 
result  was  founded,  were  communi- 
cated K)  his  Royal  Highness? 

A.  I  have  got  in  my  pocket  the 
tiling  that  I  communicated  to  his 
Royal  Highness;  1  coniuiunicatcd 
all  such  things  as  appeared  to  me 
to  lie  necessary  and  proper. 

Q.  Are  you  sure  tiial  the  result, 
and  the  documents  upon  which  (hat 
result  was  foumled,  were  communis 
cated  (o  his  Royal  Highness? 

A.  I  believe  they  were. 

Q.  Do  ycu  recollecf,  ihat  with 
those  papers  there  were  any  doca- 
nienls  lo  prove,  that  any  money  v\ as 
raised  in  the  Duke  of  "V^ork's -name^ 
by  Mrs.  Clarice  ? 

A,  I  think  there  were  not,  but  the 
paper  will  speak  for  itself 

Q.  Have  you  looked  at  the  papery 
lately  , 

ITh^  ■;iitncss  ^:^s  directed  to  ;t/f/i^  ' 


505 


draii\  and  it  ivas  dttermhii'd  that  the 
ia.it  question  should  be  tipurii^cd.'} 

(The  ivitnts.s  nas  again  called  in.) 

{Bj  Mr    LyTT ELTON"  ) 

Q.  Do  you  know  (he  Reverend 
William  Wiiliams? 

A.  I  know  very  liltle  of  him  ;  I  re- 
meniber  him  some  years  a^i;o  being 
aboui  Ihe  Couri  o(  King's  Bench,  and 
very  troablesome  lo  '  Mr.  Wilham 
Jones  Ihe  marshal. 

Q.  Have  you  seen  nothing  of  him 
lately  ? 

A.  I  never  ?a\v  him  (ill  th.^t  nit^ht 
he  was  beibre  ihis  Hou>e,  for  seven 
or  ei^hl  \ears. 

Q'  i  on  did  not  see  ilie  Reverend 
William  Williams  lately,  before  he 
was  exammed  a^  this  House  ? 

A,  I  saw  him  about  s^ttv^i}  o'clock 
thai  evening. 

Q.  Was  that  previous  to  his  exa- 
tnination  befure  iheCommiltee  ? 

A.  It  wa?. 

Q.  Was  no  application  made  to 
you  by  Mr.  Williams,  or  by  you  to 
Mr.  NVilliams,  belore  thai  ? 

A.  I  had  no  application  from  Mr. 
Wdiiams,  nor  did  I  make  any  ?o  Mr. 
Wiihams,  nor  did  Isee  Mr.  Williams, 
except  about  three  minutes  in  the 
lobby  about  seven  o'clock,  belore  he 
was  examined. 

Q.  Had  you  any  reason  for  thinking 
Mr.  Williams  in<ane? 

A.  I  was  induced  to  think  very 
inditferenlly  ol"  him,  as  to  his  cha- 
racter and  sanity,  seven  or  eight  years 
ajjo,  on  his  calling  upon  me  ;  I  wrote 
to  my  friend  Mr.  Jones  tlie  marshal, 
and  in  answer  I  received  a  letter 
from  him  saying,  have  nothing  to  do 
with  Mr.  Wtllianis,  lor  he  is  mad. 

Q.  Do  you  recollect  sending  any 
person  to  Mr.  Nicholls  at  H amp- 
stead,  some  davs  a^o? 

A.  Ido. 

Q.  Who  was  that  person  ? 

A.  Ii  was  Mr.  Thomas  Wright, 
who  lives  upon  Haverstock  Hill, 
«ear  Hampstead. 

Q.  What  was  the  object  of  sending 


Mr.   Wright  to  Mr.   NIc!>ol]s  upco 
that  occasion  ^ 

A.  1  sent  iMr.  Wright  to  fiixi  out 
where  Mr.  Nich<»lls  lived,  as  I  wa« 
tuld  he  had  removed  from  Hamp- 
stead  to  a  farm,  and  Mr.  Wright 
bemg  a  resident  at  Hampstefld,  |  • 
thought  him  most  likely  lo  Axid  out 
where  it  was  be  lived. 

(^.  Why  did  you  wish  to  find  out 
vvheie  he  lived  ? 

A.  I  had  received  intimation  by  a 
Idler,  tliat  Mr.  Nicholls  could  give 
n^aieriaf  evidence  as  to  the  mailer  i»f 
iiKjuiry  betore  this  £Ionouiablc 
H.>use. 

Q.  What  df^cription  of  evidence? 

A.  It  w us  respecting  Mrs.  CUrke 
and  Mr.  Dowler  living  at  his  houise 
in  tlie  yeuf  1807  and  1808. 

Q.  Did  you  vvish^o  inquire  after 
any  letters  tiiat  were  supposed  t<3  be 
iii  ihe  possession  ('f  Mr.  Nicholls? 

A.   1  did  not  wish  to  inquire,   for 
I    knew   nothing  of  ajiy  letters  tbat 
were  in  his  possession  till  became  ta 
beexauiined  before  this  Honourable. 
Ilonsp. 

Q,  In  the  representation  you  made 
of  the  result  of  the  inquiries  intoth« 
conduct  of  Mrs.  Clarke,  v;as  any 
part  ot  it  Llial  she  had  raised  monew 
under  the  real  or  fictitious  patronaoie 
of  milirary  promotion  i 

A,  It  did  not  occur  to  me  in  my 
inquiry,  that  hny  sucli  transacti<^a 
had  taken  jdace  ;  it  was  not  part  o? 
Uiv  enquiry  ;  I  uever  believed  oue 
word  upon  that  subject. 

{By  Mk.  Banks.) 

r 

Q.  Have  you  had  any  interview, 
with  General  Claverinii  during  tte 
course  of  this  inquiry,'' 

A.  On  the  day  that  General  Cla- 
vering  was  first  examined,  li«  calleJ 
upon  me  in  the  Temple. 

Q,  Did  he  call  upot)  you  previous 
to  his  exauiiiiution  ? 

A.  He  did. 

Q.  What  passed  in  that  conversa- 
tion ? 

A.  I  will  stftte  as  nearly  as  I  can; 
General  C layering  when  he  came  to' 
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fn«  said,  tliat  be  had  seen  the  state- 
ment made  by  Mrs.  Clarke,  in 
which  his  name  had  been  mentioned; 
tlial  he  could  contradict  that  state- 
nwint  very  materially;  he  gave  nie 
Jhis  account  of  the  contradiction,  of 
svhicli  I  marie  a  memorandum  in 
Avriting  ;  after  that,  to  my  snrprise, 
when  I  came  down  here,  G^'neral 
Ctaverinw  came  to  where  I  was  at 
Ghee's  Cotiee- house  with  a  letter 
ready  written,  addressed  to  his  Ma* 
jcsty's  Attornf^y-Generah  in  which  he 
had  made  use  of  my  name  1  thought 
improperly  ;  and  I  desired  that  my 
name  might  not  be  introduced  ;  but 
that  if  he  bad  anv  thinji  to  commu- 
iiicate  to  the  Attorney-General  he 
would  write  it  in  his  own  name. 

Q.  Did  you  advise  General  Cla- 
vermt;  to  write  a  letter  to  the  Attor- 
ney-General, or  any  other  member 
of  this  House  ? 

A.  I  did  'not  advise  him  in  any 
other  way  than  I  have  just  wow 
stated* 

Q.  What  advice  did  you  give  to 
General  Clavering  ? 

A.  Not  to  tnaise  use  of  my  name 
in  any  letter  he  might  write  to  llie 
Attorney-General. 

Q.  That  is  negative  advice;  what 
positive  advice  did  you  give  hin«  ? 

A.  I  did  not  give  hin)  any  advice 
<o  otfer  hiniself  to  br  excimined:  but 
that  if  he  could  give  any  contradic- 
tion to  Mrs.  Clarke's  evidence,  1 
thought  it  would  be  maienal  he 
should  bf!  examined. 

Q.  Did  you  advise  him  to  ofler 
bimself  to  be  examinf^d,  if  hi?  evi- 
deiice  could  materially  contradict 
Mrs.  Clarke's  ? 

A.  1  did  not  advise  iiim  to  otTer 
himself  voluntarily  to  bt^  examined. 

Q.  Did  you  give  him  any  advice, 
3S  the  result  of  your  conversation 
vvith  him  ? 

A.  I  really  thouglu  Genera!  Cla- 
vering competent  to  advice  liiinself 
upon  the  subject  ;  1  did  not  give 
him  any  advice  further  than  connnon 
conNersaliun,  to  say  if  you   will  l/e 


examined  send  in  yotir  letter  ;  T  was 
not  consulted  by  him  by  way  of  ad* 
vice. 

Q.  What  was  the  occasion  of  his 
cominir  to  communicate  with  vou  ? 

A.  I  really  do  not  know  ;  he  said 
when  he  came  in,  that  he  hasl  a  state- 
ment to  make  that  would  contradict 
Mrs.  Clarke's  statement  ;  and  I 
think  he  said  that  he  had  seen  Co* 
lonel  Gordon,  and  that  he  had  de- 
sired him  to  call  upon  me. 

Q.  Did  you  understand  that  he 
came  to  yon  in  consequence  of  the 
desire  of  Colonel  Gordon  ? 

A.  I  belfeve  partly  from  the  de- 
sire of  Colonel  Ciordon,  and  paitly 
from  a  wish  of  his  own,  to  contra- 
dict the  statement  made  by  Mrs. 
Clarke  ;  so  i  understood  it. 

Q.  Did  he  ask  you  what  would  be 
the  best  course  for  bim  to  pursue, 
after  his  conversation  with  you  ? 

A,  He  did  not. 

Q.  Did  lie  say  that  he  should  write 
any  letter  to  the  Attorney-General, 
or  any  other  member  of  Parliament? 

A.  He  did  not. 

Q.  At  the  time  he  left  you,  did 
you  suppose,  he  was  about  to  offer 
himself  as  a  voluntary  witness  ^e- 
iore  this  Committee  ? 

A.  When  he  left  me  in  the  Tern- 
])ie  I  did  not  supp'ose  or  expect  any 
such  a  thing  ;  when  he  (juitied  me  at 
A  bee's  Co  ftee- house  I  did  expert  it. 

(^.  Did  you  put  any  questions  to 
him,  to  know  wliat  anv  evidence  be 
could  communicate  to  this  Cominit- 
lee  mij-ht  be  ? 

A.  I  did  ;  I  asked  Grnera]  Cla- 
vering several  questions  as  to  his 
knowledge  of  Mrs.  Clarke  ;  how 
long  he  had  knovvn  her,  where  he 
had  see!]  her,  where  he  had  seen 
her  last,  and  other  questions,  which 
occurred  to  me  as  proper  for  the 
investigation  of  the  business  in  which 
1    was  enaaiit-d. 

Q.  J)id  you  ask  him  any  question, 
whctlier  be  had  ofiered  Mrs.  Clarke 
any  money  for  promotion,  or  for 
raising  a  regiment,    to   be  procured! 

througkl 
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through  her  influence  with  the  Duke 
of  York  ? 

A.  I  did  not  ;  I  should  have 
thought  it  most  Impeninent,  as  I 
could  not  conceive  a  General  Offi- 
cer could  be  guilty  of  any  such  con- 
duct. 

Q.  Did  he  communicate  any  such 
information  to  you  ? 

A.  Ceitainly  not. 

Q.  Did  you  question  him  gene- 
rally with  regard  to  his  conmiunica- 
lion  and  ifitercourse  and  acquaint- 
ance with  Mrs.  Clarke  ? 

A.  I  did  ;  and  it  appeared  to  me, 
from  the  paper  which  he  produced, 
that  Mrs.  Clarke  was  making  use  of 
him  for  the  purpose  of  getting  some 
person  promoted  from  one  regi- 
ment to  another ;  and  it  appeared 
tha-t  a  letter,  dated  in  the  Temple, 
and  apparently  signed  by  a  Mr. 
Sumner,  contained  a  recommenda- 
tion of  that  person  so  wished  to  be 
promoted,  and  who,  he  stated  to 
nie,  Mrs.  Clarke  had  represented  as 
a  relation  of  an  honourable  mem- 
ber of  this  House,  and  which  letter 
he  was  to  transmit  to  the  Duke  of 
York,  in  order  to  obtain  that  pro- 
motion. 

Q.  Did  you  ask  him,  whether  ltd 
had  maintained  any  correspondence 
with  Mrs.  Clarke  upon  the  subjects 
of  military  promotion,  or  matters 
connected  therewith  ? 

A.  I  did  not ;  and  I  knew  of  no 
other  instance  than  the  one  L  have 
just  mentioned. 

Q.  Did  he  give  you  to  under- 
stand, that  he  had  communicated  to 
you  fully  all  that  passed  between 
him  and  Mrs.  Clarke  upon  the  sub- 
ject of  military  promotions,  or  mat- 
ters connected  therewith  ? 

A.  He  did  not  say  any  thing  to 
me  upon  that  question,  further  than 
I  have  stated  to  the  Commitlee. 

Q.  Did  he  inform  you  that  he  had 
shewn  a  letter,  addressed  to  ihe  At- 
torney General,  to  any  other  person 
before  he  shewed  it  to  you  ? 

A.  I  do  not  recollect  that  he  did ; 

NO.  20. 


there  were  two  other  persons  pre- 
sent when  he  shewed  it  to  me. 

Q.  Are  you  sure  that  you  advised 
him  to  omit  your  name  out  of  that 
letter  ? 

A.  lam. 

Q.  Are  you  sure  that  he  omitted 
it  in  consequence  of  your  represen- 
tation to  him  ? 

A.  He  destroyed  the  first' letter, 
and  he  wrote  another,  and  read  it  to 
me,  without  my  name  being  inserted 
in  it. 

Q.  Did  you  make  any  observa- 
tions upon  the  second  letter  ? 

A.  I  cannot  say  that  I  did,  I  do 
not  recollect  that  I  did, 

CBy  Mr.  Whitbread.) 

Q.  In  the  conversation  that  yoa 
have  stated  to  have  p-'.ssed  between 
General  Clavering  and  you,  did  the 
words  **  If  you  will  be  examined, 
you  had  better  send  a  letter  ;"  pass 
at  Alice's  Coifee-house,  or  in  the 
previous  interview  with  General 
Clarvering  ? 

A.  I  said,  if  you  will  be  examin- 
ed, you  had  better  send  a  letter  ; 
that  was  at  Alice's  Coffee-house. 

Q.  Did  you  advise  General  Cla- 
vering to  call  upon  Mr.  Ogiivie,  or 
any  other  persons,  touching  this  in- 
quiry respecting  Mrs.  Clarke? 

A.  General  Clavering  mentioned 
the  name  of  Mr.  Ogiivie  to  me,  as 
being  the  person  who  first  introduced 
him  to  Mrs.  Clarke,  and  said  he 
could  get  this  information  from  Mr« 
Ogiivie ;  and  it  is  possible  I  might 
say,  then  you  had  better  see  Mr. 
Ogiivie. 

Q.  Did  General  Clavering  give 
you  any  account  afterwards  of  hav- 
ing seen  Mr.  Ogiivie  ? 

A.  I  think  he  did,  but  I  will  not 
be  positive  ;  I  do  not  recollect  any 
thing  that  he  said. 

Q.  You  have  mentioned,  that  be- 
fore Mr.  Nicholls  came  to  the  House 
of  Commons  to  be  examined,  you 
were  not  aware  that  he  was  in  pos- 
session of  any-  letters ;  did  you  see 
those  letters    before  Mr.  Nicholls 

3  s  came 
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came  to  the  bar  of  the' House  with 
th^ai  ? 

A.  I  did  see  four  bundles  of  letters 
in  the  possession  of  Mr.  Nicholls. 

Q.  Did  }'ou  examine  those  bundles? 

A.  1  believe  I  turned  over  many 
of  the  letters,  but  1  did  not  read  any 
one  of  them. 

Q.  Were  they  examined  in  the 
presence  of  Mr.  Nicholls  or  any  other 
person  ? 

A.  The  examination  that  I  had 
was  in  the  presence  of  iMr.  Nicholls, 
and  did  not  last  five  minutes  ;  other 
persons  were  present ;  Mr.  NichoUs's 
wife  was  present ;  I  returned  all  the 
]etters  as  I  received  them  from  him. 

Q.  Did  you  know  of  any  sums  of 
money  paid  by  his  Royal  Highness 
to  Mrs.  Clarke,  during  her  residence 
in  Gloucester-place? 

A.  I  did  not. 

(J?z/Mr.  Beresford.) 

Q.  Have  you  with  you  ihe  paper, 
on  which  you  wrote  the  result  of 
your  conversation  with  General 
Clavering  ? 

A.  I  have  not. 

Q,  Have  you  in  your  recollection 
the  coiltents  of  ihat  paper,  so  as 
to  enable  you  to  state  it  to  the  House  ? , 

A.  believe  that  paper,  which  was' 
the  rough  copy  of  u  paper    which  I 
wrote  in  the  Temple,  was   sent  into 
ihe  House  with  his   letter, 

Q.  Did  you  recommend  General 
Clavering  to  send  in  that  examina- 
tion ;  was  it  inclosed  iu  the  letter, 
or  how  was  it  sent  ? 

A.  It  was  given,  1  believe,  to  Gen. 
Cjavering  open,  without  being  in- 
closed in  any  letter. 

Q.  Was  it  in  vour  hand-vviitinr: 
•r  General  Clavering's  r 

A.  In  mine. 

Q.  Was  it  inclosed  in  the  same 
cover  as  General  Clavering's  letter? 

A.  Certainly  not. 

Q.  What  do  you  mean  by  saying 
that  it. was  sent  in  with  the  letter  ? 

A.  I  beheve  I  gave  it  to  General 
Clavering  in  the  Coffee-house. 

Q,   Who   were  present  when  you 


turned  over  those  letters  of  Mr. 
NichoUs's  ? 

A.  Mr.  Nicholls,  Mrs.  Nicholls 
and  Mr.  Wright. 

Q.  Nobody  else  ? 

A.  Nobody   else. 

IThe  II' it ness  lias  directed  to  n'ith* 
draiv.'] 

{The  ivitncss  zvas  again  called  in.) 

Q.  Have  you  any  and  what  rea- 
son to  believe  that  Mrs.  Clarke  ever 
raised  any  money  on  the  credit  of 
his  Royal  Highness  the  Duke  of 
York? 

A.  I  do  not  know  that  Mrs.  Clarke 
ever  raised  any  money  on  the  credit 
of  the  Duke  of  York  ;  that  she 
might  get  a  great  deal  wf  c^redit  with 
tradesmen  for  goods  supplied  to  her 
in  consequence  of  living  in  the  way 
in  which  she  did. 

Q.  In  consequence  of  the  inqui- 
ries which  you  made,  did  you  find 
that  Mrs.  Clarke  had  ever  raised 
any  money  upon  the  credit  of  the. 
Duke  of  York? 

A.  I  cannot  say  expressly  that 
ever  I  did  find  it  in  any  other  way 
than  I  have  before  stated,  that  she 
got  into  debt  to  various  tradesmen 
to  a  considerable  amount,  who  were 
induced  to  trust  her  in  consequence 
of  her  connection  with  the  Duke  of 
York. 

Q.  Look  at  the  subpcena  inclosed 
in  the  letter  which  you  have  ;  what 
is  the  name  of  the  cause  iu  which 
that  subpoena  was? 

A.  Turner  against  ^lary  Anne 
Clarke. 

Q.  Do  you  know  from  your  situa- 
tion as  clerk  of  Nisi  Prius  in  Mid- 
dlesex, whether  that  cause  was  en- 
tered for  trial  in  Middlesex  ? 

A.  I  recollect  perfectly  that  it  was 
entered  for  trial,  and  it  stood  for 
trial,  I  believe,  upon  the  J  2th  of 
May  iS06;  just  before  the  cause 
was  to  be  tTied  it  was  withdrawn. 

Q.  State  how  you  received  that 
letter  with  the  subpoena  inclosed  ? 

A.  I  cannot  positively  recollect; 
I  rather  believe  Mr.. Adam  commu- 
nicated 
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nicated  it  to  me ;  or  what  other 
gentleman  who  had  communication 
with  the  Duke  of  York  did  so,  I 
really  do  not  know. 

{By  Mr.  Adams.) 

Q.  Look  at  the  signature  of  that 
letter,  and  merely  read  the  name  at 
the  bottom  of  it. 

A.  The  name  appearing  at  the 
bottom  of  this  letter  is  Henry 
Turner. 

Q.  Are  yon  acquainted  with  him? 

A.  Just  as  I  am  acquainted  with 
many  other  persons  in  town  ;  I  do 
not  know  that  ever  I  spoke  to  him 
in  my  life. 

Q.  Do  you  know  what  he  is  ? 

A.  I  believe  a  pawnbroker,  in 
Princes'-street,  Leicester-fields. 

Q.  Do  you  know  the  hand-writ- 
ing ?       A;^  I  do  not. 

Q.  How  do  you  know  that  it  is 
his  hand-writing  ? 

A.  I  believe  it  to  be  the  hand- 
writing of  Henry  Turner,  who  I 
know  was  livinji  in  John-street, 
Golden-square. 

Q.  Do  you  know  that  Mr.  Henry 
Turner,  who  lives  near  Golden- 
square  is  the  Mr.  Henry  Turner 
who  signed  that  letter  ? 

A.  1  do  not. 

Q.  During  the  connection  between 
the  D'like  of  York  and  Mrs.  Clarke, 
did  you  ever  know  that  Mrs.  Clarke 
raised  money  upon  the  Duke  of 
York's  name  ? 

A.  I  do  not* 
\lhe  ivitncss    ii'as  directed  to  zvith- 

draii','] 

(John  Wilkinson,   Esq.  zvas  called 
in,  and  examined  by  Sir  T.  Tur- 

TON.) 

Q.  In  what  capacity  do  you  live 
with  Mr.  Low  ten  ? 

A.  I  do  not  live  with  Mr,  Low  ten? 

Q.  In  what  capacity  are  you  ever 
employed  by  Mr.  Lowten  ? 

A,  I  am  very  frequently  employed 
by  Mr.  Lowten  in  the  transaction 
of  various  businesses  that  arise  m 
his  office. 


Q.  Do  you  recollect  being  en)* 
ployed  by  Mr.  Lowten  in  the  year 
1805,  to  make  any  inquiries  relating 
to  Mrs.  Clarke.^ 

A.  I  was. 

[^The  zvitness  zvas  directed    to   zi^ith' 
draiv.'] 

{The  idtness  zvas  again  called  in.) 

Q.  In  the  coiirse  of  such  inquiries, 
have  you  any  proof  that  you  can 
give  to  this  House,  of  any  money 
transactions  in  which  i\lrs.  Clarke 
made  use  of  the  Duke  of  York's 
name  ? 

A.  I  really  do  not  know  what  this 
Llouse  would  consider  as  proof;  it  , 
came  to  my  knowledge  in  the  month 
of  May,  that  the  Duke  of  York  had 
received  notice  that  he  was  to  be 
subpcenaed  in  an  action  brought 
against  Mrs  Cl;*rke  for  money  due 
to  a  man  of  the  name  of  Turner; 
Mr.  Turner's  attorney,  Mr.  Batche- 
lor,  called  upon  me,  and  informed 
nie  he  was  going  to  serve  the  Duke 
of  York  with  a  subpauia,  and  read 
me  a  letter,  which  he  said  he  had 
advised  his  client  to  send  with  the 
subpoena ;  but  I  had  no  proof  that 
the  money  was  due  from  Mrs. 
Clarke. 

Q.  Do  you  know  of  any  instance 
in  which  Mrs.  Clarke  made  use  of 
the  Duke  of  York's  name  to  raise\ 
money  f 

A.  I  do  not  of  my  own  know- 
ledge.^ 

iThe  zvitness  zvas  directed  to  Ziith- 
draiv.l 

(Miss  Taylor  zvas  called  in,  and  eX' 
amined  by  Sir  T.  Turton.) 

Q.  In  your  former  examination, 
have  you  not  said  that  you  were 
very  intimate  with  Mrs.  Clarke,  and 
frequently  visited  at  Gloucester- 
place  ?     A.  Yes. 

Q.  When  the  Duke  of  York  was 
present  at  those  visits,  was  there 
anybody  in  company  besides,  at  any 
time,  that  you  can  recolN  ct  ? 

3  9  2  A.  None 
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A.  None     except    the     servants 
ever. 

Q.  Upon  those  occasions,  did  the 
conversation  in  your  presence  ap- 
pear free  and  unrestrained  ? 
A.  Yes,  quite  so. 
Q.  Do  you  recollect,  at  any  time, 
when  you  were  present,  any  conver- 
sation taking  place  between  iMrs. 
Clarke  and  his  Royal  Highness  the 
Duke  of  York  relative  to  military 
promotions  ? 

A.  Nothing  except  that  time 
about  Colonel   French. 

Q.  Recollect,  whether  at  that 
conversation  relative  to  Colonel 
French,  you  are  perfectly  sure  there 
was  nobody  present  but  Mrs-  Clarke, 
yourself,  and  his  Royal  Highness  the 
Duke  of  York? 

A.  Yes,  I  am  very  certain  of  it. 

Q.  Are  you  sure  that  the  words 
that  were  used  by  Mrs.  Clarke,  on 
the  occasion  of  the  Duke  of  York's 
referring  to  her  upon  the  conduct  of 
Colonel  French  towards  her,  were, 
that  his  behaviour  was  middling  but 
not  very  well  ?     A.  Yes. 

Q.  You  are  sure  those  were  the 
words. 

A.  Those  were  the  words. 

Q.  Did  you  at  any  time  after- 
wards have  any  conversation  with 
Mrs.  Clarke,  relative  to  the  obser- 
vation of  the  Duke  of  York  upon 
Colonel  French's  business  ? 

A.  Not  till  within  these  three 
-weeks  or  a  month. 

Q.  What  was  the  conversation 
you  had  at  that  time  ? 

A,  She  asked  me,  if  I   recollected 
the  Duke  of  York  mentioning  Co- 
lonel French's  name  in  my  presence. 
'  Q.  Did  any   thing  else  pass  upon 

that  occasion  ? 

A.  I  immediately  recollected  the 
circumstance,  and  told  her. 

Q.  Did  Mrs.  Clarke  make  any  re- 
ply  to  that  observation,  and  what  ? 

A.  I  do  not  recollect  what  she 
said. 

Q.  Do  you  at  all  recollect  any  fur- 
ther conversation  that  passed  at  the 
time  when  the  Duke  of  York  made 


that  observation  relative  to  Colonel 
French's  levy,  besides  what  you  have 
already  given  in  evidence  ? 

A.  No,  nothing  at  all  upon  that 
subject. 

Q.  Do  you  recollect  at  any  time, 
Mrs.  Clarke's  stating  in  your  presence 
to  the  Duke  of  York,  any  wish  in  fa- 
vour of  any  application  fof  military 
promotion  ? 

A;  Never. 

(Btj  f/ie  Solicitor  General.) 

Q.  Do  you   recollect  at  any  time 
Mrs.  Clarke  applying  to  the  Duke  of 
York  in  your  presence  for  money  ? 
A.  No. 

Q.  Did  any  conversation  at  any 
time  take  place  in  your  hearing  be- 
tween his  Royal  Highness  the  Duke 
of  York  and  Mrs.  Clarke,  with  respect 
to  the  pecuniary  difficulties  under 
which  she  laboured  ? 

A.  No,  never. 

Q.  Do  you  recollect  that  Mrs. 
Clarke  ever  stated  to  his  Royal  High- 
ness the  Puke  of  York,  that  Colonel 
French  had  broken  any  pecuniary 
promise  he  had  made  her  ? 

A.  No,  I  do  not  recollect  it. 

Q.  Do  you  now  know  Mrs,  Hoven- 
den? 

A.  What  is  meant  by  now. 

Q.  How  long  is  it  since  you  have 
ceased  being  acquainted  with  Mrs. 
Hovenden? 

A.  More  than  two  years. 

Q.  Can  you  assign  any  reason  for 
not  being  acquainted  with  Mrs.  Ho- 
venden at  present  ? 

A.  I  did  not  return  tlie  last  visit  slie 
made  me,  I  suppose  that  is  the  reason. 

Q.  Can  you  inform  the  Committee 
where  Mrs.  Hovenden  lived  at  that 
time? 

A.  In  South  Moulton  Street,  I  tliink, 
Oxford  Street. 

Q.  Do  you  recollect  at  what  num- 
ber? 

A.  No,  I  cannot  recollect  the  num- 
ber. 

Q.  Do  you  recollect  how  long  she 
lived  in  South  Moulton  Street  ? 

A.  I  never  knevv. 

Q.  How  long  had  you  known  her 

before 
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)efore   she  lived  in   South  Moultoii 
5treet  ? 
A.  She  was  there  when  first  I  saw  her. 

Q.  How  long  was  your  accjuaint- 
iiice  with  her  ? 
A.  Not  above  seven  or  eight  months. 

Q.  Is  Mrs.  Hovenden  a  widow  or 
a  married  woman  ? 

A.  She  was  a  married  woman,  she 
is  now  a  widow. 

Q.  Do  you  know  where  she  lives 
now  ?    A.  No,  not  at  all. 

Q.  I  think  you  said  that  till  tliree 
weeks  ago,  you  had  not  mentioned 
the  expression  respecting  Colonel 
French  since  it  passed  ;  do  you  iiieaQ 
to  state  that? 

A.  No,  I  do  not  think  I  ever  did 
mention  it. 

Q.  Then  it  was  to  Mrs.  Clarke  ? 

A.  Yes,  it  was. 

Q.  How  loHg  ago  is  it  since  you 
heard  the  expression  respecting  Co). 
French  ? 

A.  I  do  not  say  it  was  during  Mrs. 
Clarke's  residence  in  Gloucester-place. 

Q.  About  how  long  ? 

A.   I  cannot  say. 

Q.  Was  it  a  year,  or  two  years 
ago?     A.  More  than  two  years  ago. 

Q.  Was  it  four  years  ago  ? 

A.  No,  I  do  not  think  that  it  was 
quite  so  much,  though  I  cannot  say. 

Q.  Was  it  the  winter  or  the  sum- 
mer ?     A.  That  I  cannot  recollect. 

Q.  Cannot  you  recollect  at  all  what 
part  of  the  year  it  was  in?     A.  No. 
Q.  Nor  what  year  it  was  in  ? 
A.  No. 

Q.  You  have  totally  forgotten  how 
long  ago  it  was,  or  what  part  of  the 
year  it  was  in  ? 

A.  Yes,  I  have  quite  forgotten  it. 

Q.  Was  there  any  circumstance  at 
the  time  passing  which  induced  you 
to  take  particular  notice,  or  to  bear  in 
your  recollection  the  expression  ? 

A.  The  chief  circumstance  was, 
that  I  never  saw  Colonel  French, 
though  I  had  heard  his  name,  which 
made  me  curious  when  I  heard  his 
name,  respecting  him. 

Q.  No  other  circumstance  but  the 
Oite  you  have  mentioned  ? 

-  A.  No  other. 


Q.  After  an  interval  of  four  years, 
you  recollect  a  particular  expression, 
without  any  intervening  circumstance 
ever  having  happened  to  call  it  to 
your  remembrance? 

A.  O,  yes,    I  have   thought   of  it 

S!nce,though  I  have  not  menli  )nedit. 

Q.  You  had  never  mcMitioned  it  to 

any  body  before  you  mentioned  it  to 

Mrs.  Clarke,  three  weeks  ago i* 

A.  i  believe  not. 

Q.  What  brought  it  into  your 
thoughts  so  now  and  then? 

A.  The  curiosity  that  I"  mentioned 
before,  respecting  a  man  that  1  was 
liot  allowed  to  see. 

Q.   Can  you  recollect  what  passed 
with  Mrs.  Clarke  three  weeks  ago  up- 
on  the  occasion  of  this  ci  liversation 
respecting  Colonel  French  '<• 
A.  No,  nothing. 

Q.  Not  one  expression  or  circum-' 
stance  that  passed  three  weeks  ago 
with  Mrs.  Clarke? 
A.  No,  I  do  not  recollect  any. 
Q.  Is  your  memory  so  defective  as 
to  have  forgotten  all  that  passed  in  the 
conversation  three  weeks  ago  with 
Mrs.  Clarke  ? 

A.  Tiiat  is  very  possible,  for  it  did 
not  interest  me  at  all. 

Q.  Where  was  it  that  Mrs.  Clarke 
brought  to  your  recollection,  or  en- 
quired about  Colonel  French? 

A.  At  her  house  in  VVestbourne-^ 
place. 

Q.  Was  it  at  that  time  proposed  to. 
bring  the  subject  forward  in  an  in-<. 
quiry  ? 

A.  I.do  not  know^  about  that. 
Q.   Was   any   body    present  when 
this  passed  between  Mrs.  Clarke  and 
you  ?     A.  I  believe  not. 

Q.  Have  you  forgotten  that  too? 
A.  Yes. 

Q.  Cannot  you  now  recollect  any 
one  fact  or  circumstance  that  passed 
three  weeks  ago  with  Mrs.  Clarke,  or 
even  who  was  present? 

A.  I  do  not  think  any  body  was 
present,  and  I  do  not  recollect  any  fact 
or  circumstance. 

Q.  How  came  Mrs.    Clarke  to  be 
making  any  inquiry  about  this? 
A.  I  did  not  ask  her  that. 

7  Q.  Do 
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Q,  Do  you  mean  to  state  you  do 
Eot  know  upon  what  occasion  the 
conversation  helween  Mrs.  Clarke 
anci  }  oursfl'f  arose  ? 

I'ihe  iiitnc6s  iias  directed  to  ziilh- 
draw.'] 


A.  No,  I  believe  HOf. 

Q.  Cannot  you  remember  that  ? 

A.  I  cannot  remember  it,  if  it  was 
t!ie  case. 

Q.  Cannot  you  remember,  whether 
three   weeks   ago  any   body  had,  ir» 


{Thetcitness  ivas  ae:nin  called  in,     yo"r  presence,  when  enquiring  of  Mrs.  i 
and  the  qucstinn  teas  proposed.)  Clarke  on  the  subject  of  military  pro- 

A.  I  suppose  somctliing  relating  to     motions  by  the  Duke  of  York,  or  any 

thing  which  is  now  the  subject  of  in- 
quiry ? 

A.  They  did  not  inquire  in  my 
presence. 

Q.  When  you  were  here  before 
you  stated  that  your  father  and 
mother  were  living,  and  of  the  name 
of  Taylor?     A.  Yes,  I  did. 

Q.  Is  that  true  ?     A.  Yes. 

Q.  Does  not  your  father  go  by  the 
name  of  Chance  ? 

A.  He  never  told  me  that  he  did, 

[The  zvifness  was  directed  to  with- 
draw.'] 


"this  business  ;  I  did  not  think  of  it  at 
the  time. 

Q.  Did  not  Mrs.  Clarke  inform  you 
at  the  time  why  she  was  making  this 
inquiry  ? 

A.  I  do  not  recollect  that  she  did. 

Q.  Will  you  positively  say  that  she 
did  not  ? 

A.  No,  1  will  not,  because  I  am 
Bot  sure. 

Q.  Had  anv  body  been  in  vour 
presence  with  Mrs.  Clarke  prior  to 
the  inquiry,  asking  questions  upon 
the  same  subject  ? 


Mr.  Sm  iTH  here  objected  to  the  course  pursued  by  the  Gentlemen 
on  the  opposite  side;  when  the  Solicitor  General  said  he  had  reasoi) 
to  doubt  her  evidence,  and  therefore  he  pursued  the  hue  he  had. 

General  Loftus  said,  he  could  prove  that  what  she  had  said 
in  respect  to  her  relations  was  not  authentic. 

Mr.  W^HiTBREAD  replied,  that  the  Committee  could  not  receive 
anv  assertion,  unless  borne  out  in  evidence. 

Mr.  Perceval,  Mr.  Smith,  and  Mr.  Batiiurst  said  a  few 
words  in  reply,  and  witness  was  called  in  again.  ' 

Q.  Did  your  father  ever  go  by  the  during  all  the  time  you  have  knowi) 

name  of  Chance?  him,  you  never  yourself,  or  in  your 

A.  He  never  told  me  that  he  did.  presence,  heard  any    body  call  him 

Q.  Do  you  mean  to  state  that  you  by  the  name  of  Chance  ? 

never  heard  any  body  call  him  by  the  A.  No,  never. 


name  of  Chance? 

A.  No,  I  do  not  think  that  I  ever  did. 
Q.  Have  you  a  doubt  about  it  ? 
A.  None,  I  believe. 
Q.  Then  do  you  mean  to  state  that 


he  has  always  passed  by  the  name  of     Mrs.  Clarke. 


Q.  Do  you  know  Mrs.  Favery } 
A.  As  far  as  she  was  a  servant  of 
Mrs.  Clarke. 

Q.  How  long  have  you  known  her  ? 
A.  Nearly  as  long  as  1  have  known 


Taylor? 

:   A,  To  the  best  of  my  knowledge. 

Q.  EecoUect  yourself,  wliether  you 
mean  to  persevere  in  that,  that 
throughout  the  whole  time  you  have 
known  your  father,  you  never  knew 
him  called  by  any  other  name  than 
the  name  of  Taylor  ? 


Q.  How  long  is  that? 
A.  Someeightornineyears,!  suppose. 

Q.   Did  Mrs.  Favery,  all  the  time 
you  have  known  her,  go  by  the  name, 
of  Favery,  or  by  any  other  and  what 
Ranie  ? 

A.   When  first  I  knew  Mrs.  Clarke, 
she  went  by  tiie  nameof  Martha,  but 


A.  Never,    tnroughout   the    whole     1  did  not  know  her  surname. 

Lime  I  have  known  him.  Q,  Do  you  mean,  that  Mrs.  Favery 

<>..  Do  r  understand  yon  to  say,  t*)"t     v/ent  by  the  name  ofMartha  ?   A.  Ves. 

Q.  Did 


511 


Q,.  Did  }"t)u  never  hear  Mrs.  Favery 
go  by  any  other  name  than  that  of 
Favery,  or  Martha? 

A.  I  do  not  recollect  that  I  did. 

Q.  Did  you  visit  Mrs.  Favery  when 
she  lived  with  Mr.  EJIis? 

A.  I  called  upon  her  once ;  not  as 
a  visitor. 


Q.  Do  y(3ii  remeniber  Mrs.  Favery 
being  married? 

A.  There  was  some  talk  of  it  in  th^ 
house,  but  it  was  scarcely  believed, 

Q.  Did  you  know  any  of  tlie  rela- 
tions of  Mrs.  Favery  ?     A.  Not  one, 

Q.  Yoffl  never  saw  her  husba-nd,  or 
the  person  to  whom  there  was  a  talk 


Q.  Whom  did  you   inquire  for   at     of  her  being  married  ?     A.  No,  never. 


Mr.  Ellis's  ? 

A.  It  was  Mrs.  Clarke's  sister  went 
with  me;  I  was  not  the  inquirer. 

Q.  Did  not  you  hear  Mrs.  Clarke's 
sister  inquire  for  her  as  Mrs.  Favery, 
or  by  some  other  name? 

A.  I  believe  Mrs.  Favery  opened 
the  door. 

Q.  How  long  were  you  together? 

A.  I  cannot  say. 

Q.  By  what  name  did  you  or  your 
companion  address  that  woman? 

A.  By  the  name  of  Martha. 

Q.  And  no  other  name  ? 

A.  No  other  name. 

Q.  Do  you  mean  to  state  (recollect 
yourself  before  you  answer  that  qiies- 
tion)  that  that  person  never  went  by 
the  name  of  Farquhar  ? 

A.  Never,  to  my  knowledge. 

Q,  You  have  known  her  nine  years ; 

A.  "^  es,  about  that  time. 

Q.  And  in  no  part  of  that  time  did 
she  ever  go  by  the  name  of  Farquhar  ? 

A.  I  never  heard  her  called  b}  that 
name. 

Q.  Were  you  well  acquainted  with 
her  while  she  lived  with  Mr.  Ellis  ? 

A.  Yes,  she  had  lived  with  Mrs. 
Clarke  previous  to  that. 

Q.  You  had  known  her  when  she 
lived  with  Mrs.  Clarke,  previous  to 
her  living  with  Mr.  Ellis  ?     A.  Yes. 

Q.  Do    not   you    remember,    that 


Q.  You  never  saw  a  person  of  the 
name  of  Walmesley? 

A.  No,  I  never  saw  him. 

Q.  Do  you  recollect  your  father's 
father? 

A.  No,  he  was  dead  many  yenrs 
before  I  was  born. 

Q.  What  was  his  name? 

A.  I  do  not  know  what  his  name 
was;  I  never  talked  to  any  body 
about  him. 

Q.  Might  not  your  father,  from 
distress,  to  avoid  his  creditors,  have 
taken  the  name  of  Chance,  or  any 
other  name,  without  your  knowledge? 

A.  Then  how  should  1  kiiov/  it. 
{A  laugh.) 

Q.  Have  you  had  a  niece  of  Mrs, 
Hovenden's  under  vour  care  at  anv 
time? 

A.  Yes,  more  than  two  years  ago ; 
she  staid  with  me  only  a  few  weeks 
on  a  visit. 

(By  Mr.  Pkrceval.) 

Q.  Is  your  father  now  alive  ? 

A.  Yes,  he  is. 

Q.  Do  you  know  whether  you: 
mother  has  been  in  custodv  for  debt, 
within  a  short  time? 

A.  I  cannot  answer  that. 

Q.  Do  not  you  know  that  your 
mother^  has  been  in  execution  for 
debt? 

[Here  the  witness  hurst  into  tearjs, 


when  she  went  to  live  v.ith  Mr.  Ellis,     ^^d  the  right  hon.  gentleman  expressed 


she  took  the  name  of  Farquhar  ? 

A.  I  never  heard  that  circumstance. 

Q.  Do  you  mean  to  say,  that  she 
continued  to  go  by  the  name  either  of 
Martha  or  Favery,  after  she  quitted 
Mrs.  Clarke,  and  went  to  live  with 
Mr.  Ellis  ? 

A.  I  never  knew  her  by  any  other 
name. 


his  regret  that  he  should  be  thus  com- 
pelled to  ivound  her  feelings .'\ 

A.  My  mother  has  nothing  to  do 
w'iih  the  present  subject. 

[The  Chairman  infdrmed  the  xvitncss 
she  must  anszver  the  question.'] 

Q.  Do  not  you  know  that  your 
mother  has  been  in  execution  for  debt  ? 

A.  I  must  appeal  to  the  indulgence 


of  the  Chairman;  I  cannot  answer  it. 
Mr.  Wharton  said,  as  ^vitne>;3  had  appealed  to  him  he  must 
re<jtitst  the  diregtion  of  the  Committee^  wnen  Ending  it  to  be  the 

prevalent 
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prevalent  opinion  that  she  should  answer,  he  directed  her  to  giv( 
ail  answer  to  the  question. 

The  question  being  again  repeated>  Miss  Tajlor,  in  tears,  at  length  re- 
plied..-A.  Yes. 

Q.    How  long  ?     A.  Nearly  (wo  years. 

[The  icitness  zvas  directed  to  n-ithdraw. 

Mr.  Pekceval  then  alluded  to  Miss  Taylor's  former  evidence 
iu  which  he  felt  confident  she  had  described  her  father  and  mothe 
as  man  and  wife,  and  consequently  she  was  not  that  respectabl 
character  she  had  represented  herself. 

Mr.  Smith  said  he  could  not  see,  if  he  recollected  rightly,  hovi 
her  present  admission  could  affect  her  former  evidence. 

Mr.  Whttbread  remarked  upon  the  painful  situation  of  th( 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  even  if  he  found  it  his  duty  for  the 
ends  of  justice,  to  put  such  painful  questions  to  the  w-itness;  but 
if  eventually  he  should  find  that  he  had  unnecessarily  harrassed  tht 
feelings  of  Miss  Taylor,  he  was  convinced  that  the  right  hon, 
gentleman  would  regret  that  he  had  ever  put  such  questions,  f  oi 
his  own  part,  he  felt  much  for  the  witness,  and  did  not  think  anv 
thins;  yet  had  appeared  to  shake  her  testimony;  throughout  the 
"whoie  of  her  evidence,  she  had  shewed  a  sensibility  and  modesty 
which  much  interested  him  Jn  her  behalf;  and  if  the  hon.  gentle- 
man thought  thai  illegitimacy  shook  iier  respectability,  it  could 
not  in  any  way  affect  her  credibility.  (Hear!  hear!)  As  yet  he 
saw  no  reason  wliy  her  testimony  should  be  doubted. 

During  this  conversation  Mr.  C.  W.  Wynne  was  busily  employed 
searching  the  printed  minutes  of  evidence  on  the  tahle  ;  and  alter 
remarking  upon  the  feelings  of  some  human  beings,  read  that  part 
of  her  evidence  which  she  had  given  a  few  evenings  before  relative 
to  her  father  and  mother,  by  which  it  appeared  only  that  she  had 
said  her  father's  name  was  Tavlor,  and  that  her  mother's  name  was 
Taylor— (Jit>rtr/  Jrhar!  Hear)) 

(Mr.  Dedfrick  Smith  'vcas  called  in  Q.  Do  you  know  his  profession  ? 

and cxamznai  ^7/ G EN eralLoftus.)  '  _^,  Jiis   profession   was  formerly  a 

Q.  What  are  you?  Stock  Broker,  but  he  failed,  I  believe. 

A.  A  brazier  and  tinman.  Q.  Did  he  ever  do  any  business  for 

Q.  Do  you  know  Miss  Mary  Ann  you  in  that  profession? 

Taylor,  of  China  Row,  Chelsea?  A.  Yes,  he  has. 

A.  Yes.  Q.  Did  you  ever  make  a  purchase 

Q.  How  long  have  you  knovrn  her  ?  of  land  of  him  ?      A.   Yes,  I  did. 

A.  I  cannot  exactly"^say,  but  1  think  Q.  In  what  name  did  he  convey  it? 

about  tifteen  years ;  I  am  not  certain  A.  In  the  name  of  Chance, 

exactly  to  the  time.                         ^  Q.  Did  he  ever  tell  you  that  he  had 

Q.  Do  you  know  her  mother  ?  a  wife  ? 

A.  Yes,  I  do.  A.  His  wife  was  Mrs.  Taylor,  she 

Q.  How  long  may  you  have  known  passed  as  his  wife. 

her  mother  ?  Q.  Did  he  ever  tell  you  that  he  had 

A.  About  the  same  time=  another  wife  ? 

Q.  Do  you  know  her  father  ?  A.  No,  he  never  told  me  so. 

A.  Yes,  I  do.  Q.   Did  you  ever  apply  for  him  at 

Q.  Do  you  know  what  his  name  is?  the  Stock  Exchange  under  the  name 

A.  His  name  is  Thomas  Chance.  of  Taylor? 

A.  Yes, 
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prevalent  opinion  that  she  should  answer,  he  directed  her  to  gi^ 
an  answer  to  the  question. 

The  question  being  again  repeatedj   Miss  Taj^lor,  in  tears,  at  length  r 
plied.. -A.  Yes. 

Q.   How  long  ?     A.  Nearly  (wo  years. 

[The  witness  zvas  directed  to  icithdraii 

Mr.  Perceval  then  alluded  to  Miss  Taylor's  former  evidenc 
in  which  he  felt  confident  she  had  described  her  father  and  moth 
as  man  and  wife,  and  consequently  she  was  not  that  respectab 
character  she  had  represented  herself. 

Mr.  Smith  said  he  could  not  see,  if  he  recollected  rightly,  ho 
her  present  admission  could  affect  her  former  evidence. 

Mr.  Whttbread  remarked  upon  the  painful  situation  of  tl 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  even  if  he  found  it  his  duty  for  tl 
ends  of  justice,  to  put  such  painful  questions  to  the  witness;  bii 
if  eventually  lie  should  find  that  he  had  unnecessarily  harrassed  tl 
feelings  of  Miss  Taylor,  he  was  convinced  that  the  right  ho 
{gentleman  would  regret  that  he  had  ever  put  such  questions.  F( 
his  own  part,  he  felt  much  for  the  witness,  and  did  not  think  ar 
thing  yet  had  appeared  to  &hake  her  testimony;  throughout  tl 
whole  of  her  evidence,  she  had  shewed  a  sensibility  and  modes 
which  much  interested  him  ^in  her  behalf;  and  if  the  hon.  gentl 
man  thought  thai  illegitimacy  shook  her  respectability,  it  cou 
not  in  any  way  affect  her  credibility.  (Hear!  hear!)  As  yet  \ 
saw  no  reason  why  her  testimony  should  be  doubted. 

During  this  conversation  Mr.  C.W.  Wynne  was  busily  employe 
searching  the  printed  minutes  of  evidence  on  the  table  ;  and  afti 
remarking  upon  the  feelings  of  some  human  beings,  read  that  pa 
of  her  evidence  which  she  had  given  a  few  evenings  before  relati\ 
to  her  father  and  mother,  by  which  it  appeared  only  that  she  ha 
said  her  father's  name  was  Tavlor,  and  that  her  mother's  name  wi 
Taylor— (7i(>«r/  }har!  Hearl) 

(Mr.  Dei>erick  Smith  tvas  called  in  Q.  Do  you  know  his  profession  ? 

andcxamincd by GEJsERALhoFTVs.)  ^,  His   profession   was  formerly 

Q.  What  are  you  >  Stock  Broker,  but  he  failed,  I  believ. 

A.  A  brazier  and  tinman.  Q.  Did  he  ever  do  any  business  f( 

Q.  Do  you  know  Miss  Mary  Ann  you  in  that  profession  ? 

Taylor,  of  China  Row,  Clielsea?  A.  Yes,  he  has. 

A..  Yes.  Q.  Did  you  ever  make  a  purcha; 

Q.  How  long  have  you  known  her  ?  of  land  of  him  ?      A.  Yes,  I  did. 

A.  I  cannot  exactly*^say,  but  I  think  Q.  In  what  name  did  he  convey  i 

about  fifteen  years;  I  am  not  certain  A.  In  the  name  of  Chance, 

exactly  to  the'^time.                         ^  Q.  Did  he  ever  tell  you  that  he  ha 

Q.  Do  you  know  her  mother  ?  a  wife  ? 

A.  Yes,  I  do.  A.  His  wife  was  Mrs.  Taylor,  si 

Q.  How  long  may  you  have  known  passed  as  his  wife. 

her  mother  ?  Q.  Did  he  ever  tell  you  that  he  ha 

A.  About  the  same  time=  another  wife  ? 

Q.  Do  you  know  her  father  ?  A.  No,  he  never  told  me  so. 

A.  Yes,  I  do.  Q.   Did  you  ever  apply  for  him  i 

Q.  Do  you  know  what  his  name  is?  the  Stock  Exchange  under  the  nan 

A.  His  name  is  Thomas  Chance.         of  Taylor? 

A.Yt 
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A.  Yes,  I  have. 

Q.  Could  you  find  him  by  that 
name  ?    A.  No. 

Q.  Under  what  name  did  you  find 
him  ? 

A.  The  name  of  Thomas  Chance. 

Q.  How  long  has  he  ceased  to  be  a 
broker? 

A.  To  the  best  of  my  knowledge, 
two  years;  but  I  will  not  be  certain. 

Q.  Did  he  do  business  publicly  at 
the  Stock  Exchange  every  day  as 
Thomas  Chance  ?j 

A.  Yes,  he  did. 

Q.  Was  he  known  by  any  other 
name  than  that  of  Chance  ? 

A.  He  was  not. 

Q.  Did  you  ever  see  him  with  his 
daughter,  Mary  Ann  Taylor? 

A.  Yes  I  have. 

Q.  Did  he  go  by  the  name  of 
Chance  at  that  time  ? 

A.  No,  he  went  by  the  name  of 
Taylor. 

Q.  What  was  your  reason  for  in- 
quiring for  him  by  the  name  of  Tay- 
lor, at  the  Stock  Excliange? 

A.  Because  at  that  time  I  did  not 
know  but  what  his  name  was  Taylor. 

Q.  How  came  you  to  apprehend 
that  the  name  of  a  man  was  Taylor, 
■Whom  you  knew  by  the  name  of 
Chance? 

A.  I  found  out  then  that  his  name 
>vas  Chance  ;  before,  I  always  thought 
his  name  was  Tavlor;  1  found  it  out 
wlien  1  began  to  deal  with  him,  and 
n*)t  before. 

Q.  At  what  time  did  you  find  out 
that  the  name  of  this  person  was 
Chance. 

A.  I  cannot  exactly  say  the  time, 
but  it  was  that  time  when  I  wanted 
him  to  do  business  for  me  at  the 
Stock-Exchange. 

[By  Mr.  Smith.] 

Q.  By  what  name  did  the  person, 
©f  whom  you  are  speaking,  go,  when 
you  were  first  acquainted  with  him  ? 

A.  He  went  by  the  name  of  Thomas 
Taylor. 

Q.  How  long  ago  was  that  ? 

NO.  20. 


A.  O,  that  is   a  good  many  year 
ago,  ever  since  I  knew  him. 

Q.  How  long  did  he  continue  to  go 
by  that  name,  to  the  best  of  your 
knowledge  and  belief  ? 

A.  He  has  gone  by  that  name  till 
I  found  out  that  his  name  was  Chance, 
-when  he  began  to  do  business  for  me 
at  the  Stock  Exchange. 

Q.  About  how  long  ago  may  that 
be,  that  you  apprehended  that  the 
true  name  of  this  party  was  Chance  ? 

A.  My  memory  will  not  furnish  me 
•with  that,  but  it  is  several  years  ago, 
that  is  all  I  can  say  ;  I  coukr  find  it 
out  by  papers,  but  my  memory  is  very 
bad,  and  therefore  I  cannot  go  any 
further.    ,     . 

Q.  In  what  neighbourhood  did  the 
party,  of  whom  you  speak,  live,  whan 
yojLi  knew  him  by  the  name  of  Taylor? 

A.  He  lived  in  Norman-street,  and 
he  lived  at  Bayavvater,  and  all  tiiat 
time  I  knew  him  but  by  no  other  name 
than  that  of  Thomas  Taylor;  nor  my 
family,  never  any  of  them  knew  him 
by  any  other  name. 

'  Q.  To  the  best  of  your  knowledge 
and  belief,  was  the  party  universally 
known,  in  all  that  neighbourhood,  by 
the  name  of  Taylor,  and  no  other 
name? 

A.  Yes,  he  was.     (Hear  !  Hear  !) 

{By  General  Loftus.) 
Q.  Do  you  recollect  Mrs.  Taylor 
and  Miss  Mary  Ann  Taylor  calling  at 
your  house  one  day  with  a  bill,  or  an 
instrument  of  that  kind,  to  get  cash 
for  it  ? 

A.  They  called  at  my  house,  and  . 
Mrs.  Baylor  wanted  to  borrow  some 
money  of  me  ;  she  said  she  had  a  pa- 
per to  give  me  as  a  security,  wliich  she 
would  not  trust  with  any  body  else. 

Q.  Did  you  state  to  them  that  Mr. 
Chance  was  coming  to  your  house  on. 
that  day  ? 

A.  I  did. 

Q.  Did  they  then  know'him  to  be 
the  person  that  you  knew  as  Mr.  Tay- 
lor?    A.  Yes. 

{The   zvitr,£ss  i;as  directed  to  zvUh- 

3  X  ^^'^'^ 
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(Th-c  n-itncss  "aas  again  called  in.) 
0.  Did   Mary  Ann  Taylor  make 

any  observation  upon  your  stating  that 

Mr.  Chance  was  coming  ? 

A.  She   laughed,   and  said  to  the 

n^other.  We  will  say  we  only  paid  Mr. 

Smith  a  morning  visit. 

IThe  Ziitjicss  v;as  directed  to  ii-ith- 
draiL'.'] 

(The  zviincss  ZL-as  again  called  in.) 

Q.  What  did  Mrs.  and  Miss  Tay- 
lor, or  cither  of  them,  say  or  do,  in 
consequence  of  your  telling  them  3Ir. 
Ciiance  would  be  there  that  morning  ? 

A.  Miss  Taylor  said  to  the  mother. 
We  will  tell  my  father,  I  think,  I  will 
not  be  positive,  if  he  comes,  that  we 
only  paid  Mr.  Smith  a  morning  visit ; 
they  stopped  a  bit,  and  then  they  w^ent 
away. 

(By  Sir  J.  Sebrigkt.) 

Q.  Are  you  quite  sure,  that  when 
you  told  Mrs.  Taylor  and  her  daugh- 
ter, this  person  was  coming,  you  made 
use  of  the  name  of  Chance;  are  you 
quite  sure  you  did  not  say,  Mr.  Taylor 
is  coming  ■•' 

A.  I  am  not  quite  sure ;  I  think  I 
said  Mr.  Taylor,  by  way  of  a  compli- 
.  ment.     (Hear  !  Hear!) 

Q.  Have  you  any  means  of  knowing 
that  Miss  Mary  Ann  Taylor  knew  her 
father  by  the  name  of  Chance;  and 
if  you  have,  what  are  those  means? 

A.  I  have  no  means  of  knowing  that 
she  did.     {Hear  !  Hear  .') 

■     \_The  nitness  uas  directed  to  '■j^ith- 
drau).'\ 

(Gf.NERAL     the       HON'.       (JlIAPPLE 

Norton  attending  in  his  place,  zvas 
examined  by  the  Commtttee  asjollozcs.) 

Q.  Do  you  recollect  the  state  in 
which  the  army  was,  w  hen  liis  Koyal 
Higiiness  took  the  command  of  it,  in 
regard  particularly,  to  the  mode  in 
which  the  promotions  and  commis- 
sions of  ihe  arn)y  were  carried  on  ? 

A.  I  believe  in  former  davs,  those 
officers  who  had  great  weight  of  inte- 
rest,  might  have  got  promoted  very 
rapidly,  much  sooner  perhaps  than 
\f  as  right  or  proper  ;  His  Koyal  liigh- 


ness  ma3e,  in  my  opiRion,  very  salu- 
tary regulations  to  prevent  that.  I 
could,  if  it  was  not  trespassing  too 
much  upon  the  time  of  the  Commit- 
tee, speak  very  fully  to  what  1  believe, 
and  what  has  come  to  my  knowledge, 
to  have  been  (he  conduct  of  the  Com- 
mander in  Chief  since  he  has  been  at 
the  head  of  the  army. 

Q.  State  any  particular  circum- 
stances that  are  within  your  own  know- 
ledge, with  reference  to  this  particular 
part  of  the  subject .? 

A.  Perhaps  of  all  others,  this  is  a 
subject  I  am  least  able  to  speak  to ; 
but  the  conduct  of  His  Royal  High- 
ness,'with  respect  to  the  army  in  gene- 
ral, I  can  speak-to  at  large,  that  he  has 
done  more  service  to  the  army  than 
all  his  predecessors  the  Commanders 
in  Chief;  and  I  will  state  in  what 
manner  :  in  the  first  place,  and  what 
is  very  material,  I  recollect  very  well 
that  His  Ruyal  HignessI  believe,  was 
the  instrument  and  the  means,  through 
the  medium  of  this  House,  of  giving 
bread  to  the  soldier  when  he  had  little 
or  nothing  to  eat ;  and  I  will  exemplify 
that,  by  a  conversation  1  had  with  a 
Lieutenant  Colonel  of  one  of  the  best 
regiments  in  his  Majesty's  service,  the 
late  Lord  Cornwallis's,  Colonel  York. 
I  was  very  sensible  of  the  verv  scanty 
pittance  the  soldier  had  to  subsist  on 
in  this  country,  and  I  endeavoured  to 
do  what  I  could  to  assist  in  the  mea- 
sure; and  Colonel  York  supplied  me 
with  a  very  strong  instance,  which 
was  when  the  33d  regiment  was  about 
to  return  home  from  a  foreign  station. 
According  to  the  Articles  of  War,  the 
Commanding  Officer  of  each  regiment 
so  returning  is  to  make  known  to  his 
men,  that  any  soldier  who  wishes  to 
remain  behind  upon  that  station  is  at 
liberty  so  to  do  ;  the  men  of  the  33d 
regiment  informed  Colonel  York  that 
it  was  their  intention  ail  to  remain  be- 
hind, and  continue  abroad,  because 
where  they  were  they  had  sufficient  to 
eat,  and  if  they  came  to  this  country 
they  should  not  iiave  a  dinner.  His 
Royal  Highness  first  got  an  allowance 
of  bread  to  the  soldiers,  and  afterwards 
of  beer,  and  then  their  pay  increased, 

and 
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and  upon  wliich  the  soldiers  are  very 
comfortable.     If  it  was  not  wearying 
the  time  of  the  Committee,  I  could 
mention    another    very    singular    in- 
stance.    After  the  American  war,  I 
recollect  a  soldier  in  my  own  company 
(I  was    in  the  Coldstream   regiment 
of  Guards)  that  came  home,  and  had 
been  very  severely  wounded  ;   he  was 
discharged   from   the    regiment,   the 
regiment  had   nothing  further  to  do 
•with  him  ;    he  vs'as  recommended  to 
Chelsea,  but  Chelsea  had  no  means  of 
taking  care  of  him ;    and   the   maa 
would    have  been  left  to  perish,  if  it 
had  not  been  for  the  Quarter-master 
of  the  Coldstream,   who  went  to  the 
Officers  at  Chelsea,  and  the  Officers  at 
Chelsea  did  get  the  man  taken  care  of. 
Since  that  (1  take  for  granted  His  Royal 
Highness   was  very  much  the  means 
of  doing  it)  the   York   Hospital    was 
instituted  ;   so  tiiat  the  men  have  not 
been  left  in  that  distressed  situation 
since  the  American  war. 

Q.  In  your  opinion,  have  the  con- 
dition and  discipline  of  the  army  upon 
the  whole  declined  or  improved  since 
His  Royal  Highness  took  the  com- 
mand ? 

A.  I  am  one  of  those,  unfortunately, 
■who  think  there  was  a  very  good  sys- 
tem m  the  army,  with  regard  to  dis- 
cipline, before  His  Royal  Highness 
came  to  the  head  of  it. 

Q.  Referring  to  the  time  when  His 
Hoyal  Highness  took  the  command 
of  the  army,  and  the  latter  part  of 
Lord  Amherst's  time,  has  the  state  of 
the  army  improved  since  His  Royal 
Highness  took  the  command  ? 

A.  There  was  a  ver}  good  system 
then,  or  else  our  regiments  would  not 
have  gained  those  advantages  which 
they  did;  and  I  really  do  not  know 
that  it  is  better  now  than  it  was  then, 
if  I  am  to  speak  my  opinion. 

{The  RIGHT  HON.  General  Fitz- 
TATRicK,  attending  m  his  places  zuia 
examined  by  the  Cuinmittce  as  folloii:s.) 

Q.  Do  you  recollect  the  state  in 
^vhich  the  army  was,  when  His  Royal 
Highness  took  the  command  of  it,  in 
regard,  particularly,  to  the  mode  in 


which  the  promotions  and  commission! 
in  the  army  were  carried  on?  *" 

A.  I  an)  persuaded  that  there  is  no 
officer  of  long  standing  in  the  service 
can  recollect  the  state  of  the  army  pre- 
vious to  His  Royal  Highness's  taking 
the  command,  who  willriot  be  ready 
to  testify  the  very  great  improvemeAt 
which  the  army  has  derived  in  every v 
respect  from  Hi^  Royal  Highness's 
management  of  it ;  I  do  not  presume 
to  give  this  opinion  on  my  Own  expe- 
rience merely,  having  no  pretentions 
myself  but  that  of  long  standing  in  the 
army;  I  consider  myself  as  a  compe- 
tent judge  of  the  (juestion,  I  really  be- 
lieve the  notoriety  of  this  fact  to  every 
officer  who  has  any  knowledge  or  ex- 
perience upon  the  subject,  is  such,  as 
in  njy  humble  opinion,  to  have  made 
any  such  reference  to  General  Officers 
wholly  unnecessary;  and  all  I  have 
to  say  upon  thissubject  is,  that  ther« 
is  no  officer  in  the  army  who'  will 'con- 
tradict the  fact.  ■ 

{The  RIGHT  HON.    THE   SECRETARY 

AT  War  attending- in  his  plao^f  xf as 
examined  as  foUovjs;)  '   -: 

Q.  Do  you  recollect  the  state  in 
W'hich  the  army  was,  when  Hi§  Royal 
Highness  took  the  command  of  it,  in 
regard,  particularly,  lo  the  mode  in 
which  the  promotions  and  commissions 
in  the  army  were  carried  on  t 

A.  I  can  only  say  that  1  (Concur  en- 
tirely in  every  syllable  which  was  de- 
livered by  my  right  hon.  friend  over 
against  me  (General  Fit:^.p^trick)-; 
Avith  regard  to  the  manner  in  which 
proniQtions  were  carried  on  before  the 
present  Commander  in  Chief  assumed 
the  command  of  the  army,  particu- 
larly in  the  period  immediately  pre- 
ceding his  appointment,  there  was,'cer- 
tainly  great  abuse,  and  such  as,  if  con- 
tinued, must  have  proved  highly  de- 
trimental  to  the  service.  It  is  notorious 
that  rank  in  commissions  and  rank  in 
the  army,  were  got  entirely  by  money, 
or,  what  was  the  same  tiling,  by  rais- 
ing a  certain  number  of  men,  indeed 
more  generally  by  paying  for  it; 
there  were  many  instances  of  Officers 
\vho  attained  their  rank  of  Major,  I 
T  2  belier 
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believe  ©f  Lieutenant-Colonel  in  the 
space  of  one  or  two  years.  His  Royal 
Highness,  span  after  lie  assumed  the 
command,  established  a  reguiation,  in 
consequence  of  which  no  Olric<^r  could 
attain  the  rank  of  CapUin,  before  he 
had  served  two  years,  nor  that  of 
Fit^id  Oflicer  before  lie  had  served  six, 
and  I  believe  that  those  regulations 
lirtve  been  rigidly  adhered  to,  and 
ha\e  been  of  infiniie  service  to  the 
arm3\ 

Q.  State  whetlier  in  your  opinion, 
upon  the  whole,  the  condition  and  dis- 
cipline of  the  army  have  declined  or 
improved  during  the  time  His  Royal 
Wiiihness  has  been  Commander  in 
Chief? 

A.  In  expressing  my  concurrence 
with  what  had  fallen  from  my  right 
hon.  friend,  I  have  answered  that 
Ciuestion.  I  certainly  conceive  that 
the  condition  of  the  army  is  very  con- 
siderably improved,  and  1  am  certain 
that  its  discipline  particularly  (mean- 
ing tlie  discipline  in  the  field)  has  im- 
proved to  a  very  great  degree.  I  re- 
collect when  it  was  a  matter  of  diffi- 
culty to  place  five  or  six  regiments 
upon  the  ground,  so,  I  mean,  as  to  be 
enabled  to  act  against  an  enemy;  that 
operation  is  now  p<erformed  with  as 
much  facility  as  that  of  placing  a 
company;  when  those  five  or  six  re- 
giments were  so  placed,  it  was  a  mat- 
ter of  great ..ditTiculty  to  make  them 
move  in  an  uniform  line,  that  is  now 
done  witii  the  utmost  precision  and 
facility  :  I  therefore  conceive,  without 
going  further,  that  the  discipline  of  the 
aruiy,  and  their  power  of  action,  have 
very  considerably  improved  by  the 
uniform  system  which  has  been  pro- 
duced under  the  auspice;»  of  the  pre- 
sei>t  Commander  in  Chief,  and  that  to 
that  great  pait  of  our  military  glory 
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(The  IHght  Hon.  Sir  Arthur  Wel" 
i-ESLEY,  K.  B.  atttnding  in  his  place, 
rvas  examined  as  joilows :) 

Q.  Do  you  recollect  the  state  in 
V'hich  th'*  army  was,  when  His  Koyal 
Hjf^hness  took  the  command  of  it,  in 
re-^ard,  parlicuhrly,  to  the  mode  in 


which  the  promotions   and  commis- 
sions in  the  army  were  carried  on  ? . 

A.  With  respect  to  the  manner  of 
conducting  promotions  in  the  army,  I 
cannot  say  that  I  knew  much  about  it 
before  the    present    Commander    in 
Chief  was  appointeil;  I  rather  believe, 
however,  from  all  i  have  heard,  that 
it  was    very    irregularly   conducted; 
that  a  regulation    which    existed    at 
tjiat  time^  that  no  Officer  should  be 
made  a  Captain  till  he  had  served  two 
years,  was  frequently  broken  through, 
and  that  much  injustice  was  done  to 
many  old   Officers   in   the   army  ;    I 
know  that  since  His  Koyal  Highness 
has  had  the  command  of  the  army,  the 
regulations   framed    by   him    for  ma- 
naging  the   promotion   of   the  army 
have  been  strictly  adhered  to,  and  thai 
the   mode  in  which  the  promotion  is 
conducted  has  given  general  satisfac- 
tion.    I  must  also  state  that,  besides 
my  knowledge  as  a  General  Officer  of 
the  army,  of  the  mode  in  which  the 
promotions  of  the  army  are  conducted, 
I  have  some  knowledge  of  it  from  my 
ofticial  situation  ;  and  having  had  fre- 
quently to  apply  to  his  Royal  Highness 
for  proinotion  for  different  Officers,  in 
consequence    of    applications    which 
have  been  made  to  me,  1  have  never 
found,  in  any  one  instance,  that  His 
Royal  Highness  has  departed  from  the 
regulations  laid  down  for  the  promo- 
tion of  the  army,  or  that  he  has  done 
Injustice  to  any  individual.     I  must 
alsostate,  that  in  applying  toHis Royal 
Highness,  which  I    frequently   do  for 
Ensigncies,  I   have  found  His  Royal 
Highness  invariably  ready  to  attend  to 
my  applications,  and  I  also  know  that 
many  persons  have  got  commissions 
irom  His  Royal  Highness,  by  apply- 
ing direct    to  him,   without    coming 
through  me.     In  respect  of  the  state 
of  the  army,  I  can  say  from  my  own 
knowledge,  as  having  been  a  Lieute- 
nant Colonel  in  the  army   when   His 
'Royal    Highness    was    appointed   tp 
command  it,  and  having  a  very  inti- 
mate knowledge  of  it,  since  that  it  is 
materially  improved  in  every  respect ; 
that  the  discipline  of  the  soldiere  is 
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improved ;  that  owing  to  the  establish- 
ments formed  under  the  direclions  of 
His  Koyal  Highness,  the  Officers  are 
improved  in  Icnowledge;  that  the  Staff 
of  the  army  is  much  better  than  it  was, 
and  much  more  complete  than  it  was  ; 
that  the  cavalry  is  improved ;  that 
the  Officers  of  the  cavalry  are 
better  than  they  were;  that  the  army 
is  more  complete  in  Officers;  that  the 
system  of  subordination  among  the 
Officers  of  the  army  is  better  than  it 
was,  and  that  the  whole  system  of  the 
management  of  the  cloathing  of  the 
army,  the  interior  economy  of  the  re- 
giments, and  every  thing  that  relates  to 
tlie  military  discipline  of  the  soldiers, 
and  the  military  efficiency  of  the  army, 
has  been  greatly  improved  since  His 
Royal  Highness  was  appointed  Com- 
mander iu  Chief. 

The  evidence  having  been  finally  concluded,  Mr.  Perceval 
sugi^ested,  that  as  the  whole  of  the  minutes  would  be  printed  by 
the  Toilowing  Monday,  it  might  be  proper  to  fix  the  earliest  oppor- 
tunity arter,"for  taking  the  report  into  consideration  ;  he  therefore 
proposed  Thursday  next,  for  that  purpose,  which,  w  ith  the  approba- 
tion of  Mr.  Wardle  was  agreed  to. 

The  House  being  resumed,  the  report  was  brought  up,  and  the 
consideration  of  it  fixed  for  that  day. 

Mk.  C.  Wynne  gave  notice  that  he  would  on  the  day  following, 
submit  a  motion  tolhe  House  respecting  the  evidence  given  by 
General  Clavering  before  the  Committee. 

The  House  adjourned  at  half-past  three  o'clock. 


Q.  Do  you  consider  the  improve-, 
ment  you  have  specified,  to  be  ow- 
ing to  the  personal   superintendance 
and  personal  exertions  of  His  Royal 
Highness  the  Commander  in  Chief? 

A.  The  improvements  to  which  I 
have  adverted  have  been  owing  to  the 
regulations  of  His  Royal  Highness, 
and  to  his  personal  superintendance 
and  his  personal  exertions  over  the 
General  Officers  and  others  who  were 
to  see  those  regulations  carried  into 
execution. 

(General  Grosvenor  attending  in 
his  place  made  the  following  state- 
ment.) 

I  wish  to  state  my  humble  testimo- 
ny of  the  lygh  sense  I  entertain  of  the 
advantages  the  army  has  derived  from 
thezeal, attention  and  care,of  H  is  Royal 
Highness  the  Commander  in  Chief. 
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TO  THE  Fifth  Day's  Minutes  of  Evit3ence  containting  Papers  relA' 

TivE  TO  Colonel  French's  Levy. 

N.  B.  The  remarks  which  appear  at  tl)e  foot  of  the  pages  of  this  Appendix  in  thij 
fmm  of  Notes,  were  inserted  in  the  margin  of  the  original  docuraeuts  bj  the  Comuiandcr 
in  Cliief. 

No.    1. 

(No,  1.) — TERMS  proposed  to  r^^ise  a  Corps  of  5,000  Men  to  complete 

the  old  Regiments. 

That  an  allowance  be  made  of  twenty-five  guineas  for  each  man  approved  at 
the  appointed  Depots,  which  are  below  mentioned. 

That  no  man  is  to  be  enlisted  above  35  years  of  age  nor  under  5  feet  5  inches, 
but  well  made  growing  lads  between  16  and  18  years  of  age  may  be  taken  at  5 
feet  2  inches. 

That  an  allowance  to  be  made  of  twenty  guineas  for  growing  boys,  ap- 
proved as  above,  under.  l6  years  of  age,  at  4  feet  6  inches. 

That  the  above  sums  of  twenty-five  i^uineas  for  men,  and  twenty  guineas  for 
boys,  are  to  serve  as  a  fund  to  subsist  me  recruits  until  finally  approved  at  the 
appointed  Depots,  to  pay  their  bounties,  to  afford  pay  to  the  officers  employed 
on  this  service  to  furnish  clothing,  appointments,  and  pay  to  the  Non-com- 
missioned Ollicers,  Drummers,  &c.  &c.  &:c.  In  short  this 'fund  is  to  cover  all 
recruiting  expenccs  and  casualties  whatever. 

The  recruits  are  to  be  engaged  without  limitation  a?  to  the  period  or  place 
of  their  services;  and  such  Corporals  it  may  be  found  expedient  to  employ, 
arc  to  be  given  to  understand,  that  they  are  liable  to  be  drafted  as  privates  inta 
tiie  old  regiments. 

Each  recruit  is  to  be  provided  with  the  following  slop-clcthing,  viz.  a  plain 
red  clotii  jacket,  so  made  as  to  button  close  to  the  body,  and  to' have  a  stand- 
up  collar,  a  Mhort  waistcoat  lined  with  Hannel,  a  pair  of  long  mixed-coloured 
cloth  irowsers,  and  one  plain  round  black  hat  and  cockade. 

An  allowance  to  be  made  of  1/.  Is.  (yd.  for  the  expence  of  slop-clothing 
for  each  approved  recruit. 

That  the  bounty  given  to  the  recruits,  not  exceed  that  given  by  the  Line. 

It  is  submitted,  tliat  the  following  places  aw  to  be  fixed  upon  for  Depots  (as 
considered  best  calculated  to  expedite  the  service)  where  the  recruits  are  to  be 
finally  passed  by  an  Inspecting  Field  Otficer,  or  such  other  officer  as  may  be 
authorized  by  His  Royal  Highness  the  Conuuander  in  Chief:  Edinburgh',  or 
Berwick-on-Tweed,  the  Isle  of  Man,  Tiibury  Fort,  Corke,  and  the  Isle  of 
AVight. 

That  the  officers  employed  on  this  service,  upon  being  approved  by  the 
Commander  in  Chief,  are  to  be  gazetted,  and  have  temporary  rank  in  the 
army. 

1  mIk  Government  in  the  first  instance  is  to  issue  an  advance,  in  order  to  en- 
able v-iiC  Levy  to  pro(  eed. 

And  it  is  humbly  hoped,  if  the  chiefs  of  this  Levy  carry  into  prompt  and 
successful  effect  (which  they  pledge  themselves  to  do)  a  measure  of  such  mag- 
nitude and  importance,  that  their  exertions  will  have  the  honour  of  meetin'g 
the  appruhaliun  and  consideration  of  His  Roval  Highness  the  Commander  in 
Chief.  "  . 

And  nolwithstanding  the  high  bounties  now  given  to  recruits  for  the  Army  of 
Rov^erve  and  Militia,  they  are  nou  prepai'ed  to  commence  the  proposed  Levy 
imrnediateh,  iru^ituig  to,  their  strenuous  exertions  and  attention. 

J.  French, 

Colonel,  late  102d  Foot. 
IL  Sandon,  late  Lieut.  Col.  of  North 
Middx.  Regt.  of  Militia,  and  now 
l/:ind0H  Feb,  Uf,   1804.  Captain  in  t'he  Royal  W,  Train 

(No.' 
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(No.  2.)— ^R^^POSALS  to  raise  5,000  Mca  to  complete  the  old  Regimenti. 

To  carry  into  efficient  eflcct  a  Levy  on  so  extensive  a  scale,  it  is  submitted 
that  the  following  Non-commissioned  Ofiicers  should  be  allowed,  which  ure 
considerably  under  the  usual  complemoMt  for  ihe  nuiuber-of  privates: 

90  Serjeants, 

90  Corporals, 

40  Drummers, 
with  the  usual  allowance  of  Pay-m,aster,  Quarter-master,  Adjutant,  and  Sur- 
geon. On  conipleting  the  first  500  men,  to  be  allowed  to  recommend  three 
Captains,  two  Lieutenants,  three  Ensigns,  a  Quarter-master  and  Adjutant. 
On  completing  the  first  thousand,  to  be  allowed  to  recommend  one  Field  Of- 
ficer, two  CapiJims,  two  Lieutenants  and  three  Ensigns,  and  so  on  progressively 
until  the  whole  Levy  of  5,000  men  is  compleated.  The  oflicers  recom- 
mended, are  not  to  dispose  of  their  former  commissions.  To  be  allowed  Levy 
money  at  the  rate  of    15/.  for  each  approved  recruit. 

The  bounty  to  each  recruit  to  be  the  same  as  that  paid  by  the  Line.     Slop- 
«loathing  at  1  /.  7s.  Qd.  per  man  to  be  allowed. 

J.  French, 

Col.  late  102d  Foot. 

H.  Sandon,  Capt.  R.  W.  Train,  and 
Deputy  Lieut.  Coun.  of  Middx. 


Memorandum: 
The  letter  of  service  granted  to  Colonel  French  and  Captain  Sandon,  is  dated 

The  Levy  money  was  augmented  from  thirteen  guineas  to  nineteen  guuif  as 
for  each  appproved  recruit,  from  the  28^/<  June  1804. 
The  Levy  was  discontinued  on  the  23a  April  1805. 

C.  H. 


No.  2  . 

NOTE  from  Colonel  French  to  Colonel  Clinton;  March  5th,  1804. 

Col.  French  presents  his  compliments  to  Colonel  Clinton:  he  hopes  he  will 
excuse  his  tiiking  the  liberty  of  requesting  to  know,  if  the  proposals  submitted 
to  the  Commander  in  Cluef  by  Col.  French  and  Col.  Sandon^  have  met  with 
the  approbation  of  His  Royal  Highness. 

March  5,  1804, 
Cecil-street  Cojee-house,  Strand. 


No.  5. 

Copy  of  a  LETTER  from  Colonel  Clinton  to  Colonel  French. . 

Sir,  Horse  Guards,  7th  March,  1804. 

In  reply  to  your  note  of  the  5th  inst.  I  have  it  in  command  to  acquaint  you, 
that  you  should  address  yourself  on  tiie  subject  of  the  proposal  to  which  you 
allude  to  Lieutenant  Gene'rai  Hewett,  who  will  give  it  every  consideration,  and 
should  he  deem  your  plan  to  be  eligible,  will  then  submit  it  for  the  Comman- 
der in  Chief's  consideration. 

I  have,  &c. 
Colonel  French,  (Signed)  W.  H,  Cliktov.. 

Cecil-street  Cojee-hovse.  ' 


520 


No.  4. 

LETTER  from  Colonel  French  to  Colonel  Clinton,    dated  20th  Mnrch 
1804;  enclosing  terms  for  raising  a  Corps  of  5000  Men  for  General  Service. 

Cecil-street  Coffee-house,  Strand, 
Sir,  March  20th,  1804. 

In  consequence  of  the  circumstance  which  you  stated  to  me  for  consideration 
yesterday,  respecting  the  terms  proposed  for  raising  a  corps  of  5,000  men  for 
general  service,  and  as  that  point  only,  viz.  the  amount  of  Levy  money  pro- 
posed for  the  recruits,  appears  to  be  objectionable  to  His  Ro)'al  Highness  the 
Commander  in  Chief;  Captain  Sandon  and  myself,  anxious  to  render  our 
humble  exertions  acceptable  to  His  Royal  Highness,  herewith  have  the  honour 
to  inclose  terms,  wherein  we  have  changed  tiie  Levy  money  for  each  approved 
recruit  from  I2l.  to  10  guineas,  which  we  hope  will  meet  with  the  approba- 
tion of  His  Royal  Highness. 

I  have  the  honour  to  be. 
Sir, 
Your,  most  obedient  humble  servant. 
Colonel  ClintoUy  J.  French, 

6fc.  4x.  «^c.  .  Col.  late  102  Foot. 


PROPOSALS  to  raise  Five  Thousand  Men,  to  complete  the  old 
Regiments. 

To  be'allowed  to  appoint  90  Serjeants,  90  Corporals,  and  60  Drummers. 
•   Their  subsistence  to  commence  from  the  dates  of  their  actual  appointments 
as  such.     The  one  half-of  the  above  to  be  reckoned  as  part  of  the  complement 
of  the  first  five  hundred,  and  the  remainder  as  part  of  the  first  thousand. 

To  be  allowed  Levy  money  at  tlie  rate  of  ten  guineas  for  each  recruit  passed 
at  the  Depots  which  are  hereafter  mentioned,  together  with  their  subsistence 
from  the  dates  of  attestations,  but  subsistence  and  slop  clothing  only  for  re- 
jected men. 

*  Not  to  enlist  any  man  above  the  age  or  under  the  size  directed  by  the  re-' 
cruiting  instructions  for  the  Line.     The  same  rule  to  apply  respecting  boys. 

Agreeably  to  what  was  allowed  to  the  Levies  for  general  service  the  last  war. 

It  is  proposed  that  for  sych  recruit  as  may  receive  an  intermediate  approval 
by  an  Inspecting  Field  Ofticer  of  a  District,  and  afterwards  desert,  an  allowance 
will  be  made  of  three  guineas,  provided  it  appears  no  improper  delay  has  taken 
place  in  sending  such  recruit  forward  for  final  approval. 

That  the  men  are  to  be  engaged  without  limitation  as  to  the  period  and  place 

of  their  service;  and  the  Corporah,  when  approved,  are  to  be  given  to  under- 
placed 
stand  that  they  are  liable  to  be  drafted  as  privates  into  the  old  regiments.  Of 
the  f  Serjeants,  the  one  half  are  to  be  allowed  their  discharge  at  the  completion 
of  the  Levy,  if  they  desire  it;  the  remainder,  and  the  Drummers,  are  to  be 
transferred  as  such. 

for   effective 

The  actual  expence  for  the  clothing  and  appointments  of  the  a  Non-com- 
provided  by  Governmt. 
missioned  Officers  and  Drummers  to  be  allowed. 

X  Each  man  to  be  provided  with  the  following  slop-clothing: — A  plain  red 
cloth  jacket,  so  made  as  to  button  close  to  the  body,  and  to  have  a  stand-up 

-I i_  -  '  -,  -         -  -..  ■  — — —  ■—  i*- I,   -  .      ..»>■■■ 

*  Qu.  As  to  the  number  of  boys,  and  the  bounty  to  be  allowed  growing 
lads,  as  regiments  are  allowed. 

-f-  It  is  presumed  that  the  public  are  not  to  be  charged  with  bounty  for  the 
Serjeants. 

'I  Qu.  Whether  any  cloathing  is  necessary  tiH  the  recruits  are  approved  and 
attached  to  regiments. 

collar; 


^^i-i;4fe(t?> 


fk 


ivj[^iA3i  jXd^vm  :e  .^  o 
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Collar;  a  short  red  waistcoat  lined  with  flannel;  a  paii*  of  long  mixcd-coloure»i 
«loth  trowsers,  and  one  plain  black  hat  and  cockade. 

That  he  shallj  out  of  his  bounty^  be  supplied  on  his  final  approval,  with  such 
necessaries  as  are  pointed  out  in  the  instructions  for  the  recruits  of  the  Line  ; 
and  he  shall  be  free  from  debt. 

*  That  an  allowance  is  to  be  made  fOr  the  slop-clothing  of  one  Pouud  seven 
Shillings  and  Sixpence  for  each  recruit  specified  as  above. 

f  That  the  bounty  to  each  teciuit  is  to  be  the  same  as  is  now  paid  by  the 
Liue. 

To  be  allowed  during  the  Levy  the  assistance  of  ten  Officers^  whose  names 
are  to  be  stated  to  hiis  Royal  Highness  the  Commander  in  Chief  for  his  approba* 
fion ;  and  such  of  these  as  may  be  upon  the  half-pay  during  their  services,  to 
be  allowed  full-pay. 

That  Government  in  the  first  instance  shall  grant  an  issue,  in  order  to  enable 
the  Levy  to  proceed  without  delay. 

X  To  be  allowed,  during  the  Levy,  the  usual  allowance  of  Adjutant,  Pay- 
master, Surgeon  and  Quarter  Master. 

§  At  the  completion  of  the  first  500  men,  to  be  allowed  to  recommend  two 
Captains,  two  Lieutenants,  two  Ensigns,  a  Quarter  Master  atid  Adjutant. 

Upon  completing  the  first  thousand,  to  be  allowed  to  recommend  one  Field 
Officer,  one  Captain,  two  Lieutenants,  and  two  Ensigns;  and  so  on  progres- 
sively until  the  Levy  is  compleated. 

Tlie  officers  recommended  not  to  be  allowed  tt>  dispose  of  their  former  com- 
missions. The  dates  of  the  commissions  of  the  officers  recommended  to  take 
place  from  the  date  of  the  letter  of  service. 

The  following  Depots  to  be  fixed  upon  where  the  recruits  are  to  be  finally 
approved  by  an  Inspecting  Field  Officer,  or  other  Officer,  as  the  Commander 

in  Chief  may  judge  proper  to  authorize: — Tilbury  Fort,  the  Isle  of  Wight, 

^he  Isle  of  Man,  Edinburgh  or  Berwick  on  Tweed,  Cork,  Dublin. 

J.  French, 

Colonel  late  I(?2  Foot. 

H.  San  DON,  Capt.  R.  Wag.  Train, 
late  Lieut.  Col.  North  Middx. 
€ecil-$treet  Coffee-Houst,  Strand,  Regt^and  Deputy  Lieut,  for  the 

t^Oth  March,  1804.  County  of  Middx. 

2|  for  growing  Lads. 
4  Guineas  for  men. 


No.  5. 


LETTER  from  Colonel  French  to  Colonel  Clinton;  dated  15th  April, 
1804.— (Three  Inclosures.) 

•  Colonel  French  trusting  to  the  known  goodness  of  His  Royal  Highness  th« 
Commander  in  Chief,  pvesumes  to  offer  some  observations  respecting  the  terms 
(in  behalf  of  himself  and  Captain  Sandon)  which  he  had  the  honour  of  laying 
before  His  Royal  Highness,  for  raising  a  corps  of  5,000  for  gen&ral  service^ 
and  those  which  have  been  communicated  by  Colonel  Clinton.     He  begs  ir- 


*  Very  objectionable. 

t  Care  must  be  taken  to  secure  the  recruiti  receiving  the  bounty. 

X  Provided  they  are  effective. 

^  §  This  appears  a  very  objectionable  measure.     It  would  in  our  humble  opi«., 
nions,    be  preferable  to  give  Col.  I'rench  a  considerable  compensatio:!  on  the 
completion  of  his  Levy,  than  to  open  this  dieor  tp  abuse,  and  give  up  sugh  a 
degree  of  patronage  to  an  icdividual. 

-~=^  Objectionable, 

NO.  vn.  3  V   ■  tb<? 
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the  first  instance^  to  refer  His  Royal  Highness  to  a  comparative  stafremer.f^ 
herewith  inclosed,  between  the  proposal  he  had  the  honour  to  lay  before  His 
Koyal  Highness  tor  raising  5,000  men  for  general  service,  aiid  the  plan  adopted 
by  Government  to  raise  an  equal  number  by  regiments.  The^ditit'erence  in  fa- 
vour of  the  plan  of  the  Levy,  in  point  of  saving  to  the  Public,  is  obvious. 
However,  it  appears  that  Government,  instead  of  granting  the  recommendatioa 
of  commissions  in  raising  the  Levy,  are  disposed  to  allow  a  specific  sum  above 
the  Levy  money ;  which  sum,  Colonel  Clinton  has  mentioned^  it  is  proposed 
should  be  two  guineas,  a  consideration  by  no  means  one  half  of  what  would 
have  been  allowed  (though  so  favourable  as  has  been  made  appear  to  Govern- 
ment) by  the  commissions. 

From  the  insight  and  knowledge  possessed  by  His  Royal  Highness  of  the 
recruiting  service,  it  is  scarcely  necessary  to  represent  the  various  heavy  extra 
expences  attending  an  undertaking  of  such  magnitude,  the  very  great  attention 
and  activity  required  on  the  part  of  the  undertakers,  with  great  attendant  charges ; 
the  absolute  necessity  (besides  a  multiplicity  of  rendezvouses)  of  having, 
in  the  most  populous  towns,  houses  fitted  up  as  barracks,  with  every  kind  of 
convenience  for  the  accommodation  and  health  of  the  recruits ;  the  risk  of  bad 
debts  by  the  imprudence  of  some  officers,  which,  with  evei*y  precaution, 
Connnanding  Ofiicers  are  liable  to,  particularly  on  the  present  extended  scale. 
In  short,  the  various  expences  attendant  on  such  a  service  cannot  but  absorb, 
or  at  least  very  nearly,  the  two  guineas  proposed.  Under  these  circumstances, 
and  fully  confident  of  His  Royal  Highness's  liberality,  blended  with  public 
economy,  it  is  humbly  proposed  to  the  Commander  in  Chief,  that  further  ad- 
dition of  two  guineas,  under  whatever  head  His  Royal  Highness  may  judge 
most  proper,  m.ay  be  allowed. 

No.  9,  Duke-streety  Adelphi, 
Jpril  15,  1804. 


C.  L.  acquaints  Col.  French  that  H.  R.  H.  cannot  recdfmmend  any  othei 
terms  being  acceded  to  thaH  those  with  which  he  has  been  made  acquainted. 


The  following  is  submitted  to  the  consideration  of  His  Royal  Highness  the 
Commanrier  in  Chief: 

J.  French, 

Colonel  late  102d  Foot; 

9 

For  the  farther  encouragement  and  expediting  the  completion  of  the  Levy, 
the  sum  of  two  guineas  per  man  (under  the  head  of  Bringing  Money)  will  be 
allowed  in  your  public  accounts,  to  be  disposed  of  in  such  manner  as  you  shaU 
JMdgc  ir.mX  conducive  to  the  purposes  for  which  it  is  intended. 


Difference  of  expences  to  Government,  on  the  reduction  to  half-pay  (exclu- 
sive cf  the  period  of  full-pay),  between  a  Levy  proposed  of  5,000  men  for  ge- 
neral service,  and  the  same  number  of  men  to  be  raised  in  five  regiments  of 
1,00Q  men  each,  upon  the  plan  now  adopted  by  Government. 


OSi'.crs  for  the' Levy 

m  proportion  as  it  nd- 

Tancpi  to  completion. 

'—    "  ■       ■  ■    M. 

Field  Officers  -    5 

Captains  -  -  -  -  15 
Lieutenants  -  -  20 


Officers  for  5  Regiments. 


Difference. 


F;cHOffice.jLtColonds5^,„ 

Captains     -    -    -    •    .   -^•^_     50 
I^Leut?.  2  pr.  Company  of  100 

men     «     -     -     -     -     -     100 


5  Field  Officers 

■35  Captains. 
80  Lieutenants 


Fiidgnc   -   -  -  -  20    Ensiffns -      5030  Ensigns. 

■'■^- ' . : ^ — . ■ — — — 

Total  difference— 5  Field  Ofiicers— 35  Captains— 80  Lieutenants— 30  Ensigns, 
Additional  charge  upon  tlie  half-pay  list  to  tliat  of  raising  5,000  by  the  proposed 
Levy  for  General  Service  -  -  -      . 

No* 


5T3 


No.  6* 

Ccpy  of  a  LETTER  from  Colonel  Clinton  to  Colonel  French;  dated 
18th  April  1&04.— (One  Inclosure.) 

Sir,  Horse  Guards,  18th  April,  1804. 

I  have  it  in  command,  to  return  you  a  copy  of  the  proposals  you  made  to 
raise  five  thousand  men  to  complete  the  old  regiments  of  the  Line,  with  the 
Commander  in  Chief's  remarks  thereon  in  red  ink;  and  to  acquaint  you  in  re- 
ply to  your  letter  of  the  15th  instant,  that  His  Royal  Highness  cannot  recom- 
mend any  other  terms  being  acceded  to,  tnan  those  herewith  transmitted. 

I  am,  &c. 
Colonel  French,  .   (Signed)        W.  H.  Clinton, 

No.  9,  Duke-street,  JdelpM. 

PROPOSALS  to  raise  Five  Thousand  Men  to  complete  the  old  Re- 
giments, 
The    Non- Commissioned    Officers         To  be  allowed  to  appoint  90  Scr- 
*nrf  Drummers  to  be  previously  ap-    jeants,  90  Corporals,  and  60  Drum- 
proved  of  by  an  Inspecting  Field  Of-     mers. 
fcer  of  a  Recruiting  District. 

The  Drummers  to  be  of  the  same 
age  and  standard  of  boys  as  specified 
in  the  Recruiting  Instructions. 

Such  as  are  approved  at  the  ap-  Their  subsistence  to  commence  from 
pointed  Depots.  the  dates  of  their  actual  appointments 

as  such.  The  one  half  of  the  above 
to  be  reckoned  as  parts  of  the  com- 
plement of  the  first  500,  and  the  re- 
mainder as  part  of  the  first  1,000, 

To  be  allowed  Levy  money  at  the 
rate  of  ten  guineas  for  each  recruit 
passed  at  the  Depots,  which  are  here- 
after mentioned,  together  with  their 
subsistence,  from  the  dates  of  attesta- 
tions ;  but  subsistence  and  slop-cloth- 
ing only  for  rejected  men. 

Not  to  enlist  any  man  above  the  age, 
or  under  the  size  directed  by  the  re- 
cruiting instructions  for  the  Line.  The 
same  rule  to  apply  respecting  boys. 

Agreeably  to  what  was  allowed  to 
the  Levies  lor  general  service  last  war. 


Thirteen  guineas  bounty  for  7nen, 

^  The   bounty  allowed  and  sum  after 

mentioned  is  to  cover  every  expence  ; 

consequently  no  charge  as  subsistence 

for  rejected  7«ew,  or  any  charge  for 

flop-clothing  ivill  be  allowed,  as  the 

recruits  on  approval  ivill  be  clothed 

LOt  the  Depot  by  the  regiments  to  which 

they  are  appointed. 

No  subsistence  can  he  allowed  for 
€,ny  recruit,  but  from  the  date  of  ap- 
proval at  the  several  Depots ;  hut  with 
a  vieiv  to  cover  any  extra  expcnces 
.that may  be  incurred  by  ike  men  hav- 
'  ing  been  enlisted  a  considerable  time 
previous  to  their  being  approved,  Co- 
lonel French  will  be  allowed  to  enlist 
ten  boys  in  each  hundred  recruits,  for 
whom  he  will  receive  the  same  bounty 
and  allowance  as  for  the  others. 


As  the  final  approval  is  to  take  It  is  proposed  tiiat  for  such  recruit 
place  at  the  Depots,  no  intermediate  as  may  receive  an  intermediate  appro- 
approval  is  to  be  allowed.  val  by  an  Inspecting  Field  Officer  of  a 


by  an  Inspectii 
district,  and  afterwards  desert,  an  allow- 
ance will  be  made  of  three  guineas. 


N.  B.  The  Remarks  here  printed  in  Italics,  were,  in  the  manuscript  copy, 

'written  ia  Red  Lik. 

3  u  3  provided 
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The  Drummers  ths  same. 


The  wkof-c  of  the  Non-eommission/' 
cd  Officers  must  necessarily  be  enlisted 
in  the  ^first  instance  as  pritateSy  such 
only  receiving  the  bounty  as  may  af- 
terwards be  posted  tp  such  regular 
corps  as  the  Commander  in  Chief  miy 
direct,  and  luhick  bounty  can  only  be 
paid  ivhen  so  posted: 

Referred  to  the  inclosed  Paper. 

The  elothingf  Sfc.  to  he  furnished 
for  the  effectives  by  Government. 


As  the  recruits  on  their  approval 
at  the  Depot  luill  be  immediately  post- 
ed to  regiments,  no  slop-clothing  ap- 
pears requisite. 


J[nsv;ercd  by  the  foregoing  remark. 


Ditto. 


pro^'ided  it  appears  no  improper  delay 
has  taken  placj,  in  sending  such  re- 
cruit forward  for  final  approval. 

That  the  men  are  to  be  engaged  vith-. 
out  limitation  as  to  the  period  and  place 
of  their  service;  and  theCorporals  when 
approved,  are  tobe  given  to  understand 
tnat  they  are  liable  to  be  drafted  as  pri- 
vates into  the  old  regiments. 

Of  the  Serjeants,  the  one  half  are 
to  be  allowed  their  discharge  at  the 
completion  of  the  Levy,  if  they  de- 
sire it;  the  remainder,  and  the  Drum-, 
mers,  are  to  be  transferred  as  such. 


The  actual  expence  for  the  clothing 
and  appointments  of  the  Non-commi;-- 
sionecl  Officers  ?nd  Drummers  to  be 
allowed. 

Each  man  to  be  provided  with  the 
following  slop-clcthing:  a  plain  red 
cloth  jacket,  so  made  as  to  button  close 
to  the  body,  and  to  have  a  stand-up  col- 
lar; a  short  red  waistcoat  lined  with 
flannel;  a  pair  of  long  mixed  coloured 
cloth  trowsers;  and  one  plain  black 
hat  and  cockade. 

That  he  shall,  out  of  his  bounty,  be 
supplied  on  his  final  approval  with  such 
necessaries  as  are  pointed  out  in  the  in- 
structions for  recruits  of  the  Line,  and 
he  shall  be  free  from  debt. 

That  an  allowance  is  to  be  made'  for 
slop-clothing  of  one  pound  seven  shil- 
lings and  sixpence  for  each  recruit  spe- 
cified as  above. 


Ox  approval  the  recruit  7nust  cer-         That  the  bounty  to  each  recruit  is  to 
tify  that  he  has  received  the  'cvhole  of    be  the  same  as  is  now  paid  by  the  Line. 


the  bounty  he  has' been  promised. 

No  objection ;  but  it  is  to  be  clearly 
understood  that  Government  reserves 
to  itself  the  power  of  discontinuing 
the  Levy  in  toto,  if  4,000  men  are  not 
raised  and  passed  at  the  Depot  in  nine 
months  from  the  signing  of  this  Let- 
ter of  Service,  or  tJiat  the  3,000  liave 
not  been  raised  and  pasned  in  thirteen 
jnonthsfrom  the  same  date* 

Not  necessary,  as  they  arc  to  be  passed 


To  be  allowed  during  the  Levy  tlie- 
assistance  often  officers,  whose  names 
are  to  be  stated  to  his  Royal  Highness 
the  Commander  in  Chief  for  his  appro- 
bation, and  such  of  these  as  may  be 
upon  the  half-pay  during  their  services, 
to  be  allowed  full  pay. 

That  Government  in  thi^  first  instance 
shall  grant  an  issue,  in  order  to  enable 
the  Levy  to  proceed  without  delay. 

To  be  allowed  during  the  Levy  tUe 
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the  Depots;  hut- an  officer  above  the     usual  allowance  of  Adjutant,  PayiTXiS 
tenvAU  be  alknii-d,  ii'ho  must  be  resi-     ter,  Surgf^on,  and  Quarter-master. 
dent  attach  of  the  Depots  during  the 
Levy. 


In  lieu  of  any  nomination  ofojf&ers, 
an  cdloivance  at  the  rate  of  tivo  gui- 
neas per  yuan,  over  and  above  the  be- 
fnrenamed  sum  of  thirteen  guineas, 
.shall  be  paid,  zchfjiever  500  men  shall 
have  been  passed  at  the  Depot,  and 
that  for  every  other  500  men  so  pass- 
ed, the  like  additional  sum  of  tiro 
guineas  nill  be  allovjed  by  Govern- 
ment, Zihich  is  considered  to  be  a  very 
ample  gratification  for  the  possible 
risk  or  failure  in  the  undertaking. 


The  Isle  of   JHght,   Dublin,   and 
Edinburgh,  to  be  the  only  Depots. 


(Signed) 


Cecil-street  CofFee-House,  Strand, 
20th  March,  1804. 


At  the  completion  of  the  first  500 
men,  to  be  allowed  to  recommend  two 
Captains,  two  Lieutenants,  two  En- 
signs, a  Quarter-master,  and  Adju- 
tant. 

Upon  completing  the  first  thousand, 
to  be  allowed  to  recommend  one  Field 
Officer,  one  Captain,  two  Lieutenants, 
and  t^vo  Ensigns,  and  so  on  progres- 
sively, until  the  levy  is  completed. 

The  officers  recommended  not  to  be 
allowed  to  dispone  of  their  formes  com- 
missions. The  dates  of  the  commis* 
sions  of  the  oiiicers  recommended  to 
take  place  from  the  date  of  the  letter 
of  service. 

The  following  Depots  to  be  fixed 
upon  where  the  recruits  are  to  be  fi- 
nally approved  by  an  inspecting  Field 
Officer  or  other  officer,  as  the  Com- 
mander in  Chief  may  judge  proper  to 
airthorize: — Tilbury  Fort,  the  Isle  of 
Wioht,  the  Isle  of  Man,  Edinburgh, 
©r  Berwick  on  Tweed,  Cork,  Dublin. 

J.  French,  Colonel  late  1 02nd  Re- 

giment- 
H.    San  DON,    Captain    R.    Wac^gon 

Train,  late   Lt.    Col.    N.    Mddx. 

Regt.  and    Depy.  Lieutt.    for   the 

County  of  Middx. 


No.  7. 

LETTEE  from  Colonel  French  to  Colonel  Clinton,  dated  COth  April, 
1804— (One  Inclosure) 

Sir,  _    No.  9,  Duke-street,  Adelphi,  April  20th,  1804.' 

T  have  the  honour  herewith  to  return  the  terms  proposed  on  the  part  of  Capt. 

/Sanilon  and  myself  (with  the  remarks  of  the  Commander  in  Chief)  for  raising 

,  5000  men  for  general  service.     We  trust  His  Royal  Highness  will  have  tiie 

goodness  to  take  into  favourable  consideration  the  observations  inserted  in  the 

note,  as  well  as  those  herewith  inclosed,  \vhich  are  referred  to  in  the  note. 

I  have  tjie  honour  to  be.  Sir, 

Your  most  obedient  humble  Servant, 

J.  French. 
Colonel  Clinton,  Col.  late  102d  Foot. 

4'C'.  fyc.  Sj'c. 

Memorandum  from  Colonel  French. 

The  reason  for  submitting  that  one  half  of  the  Serjeants  should  be  discharged 

at  the  conclusion  of  the  Levy  (agreeably  to  what  was  allowed  in  former  Levies) 

.is.  because  it  has  generally  been  judged  expedient  to  employ  a  certain  number, 

ot  steady  and  experienced  persons  as  Serjeants  ;  men  very  proper  as  recruiters/ 

but  not  p'Thaps  lit  for  active  service. 

We  further  submit,  that  the  Levy  of  one  kilf  of  the  Serjeants  will  be  allowed 

'       ^  on 
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on  eompleatingthe  first  five  hundred,  and  the  remainder  on  compleUng  the  first 
thousand.  The  Serjexmts  of  course  to  be  attested  as  privates.  It  is  submitted, 
that  it  would  appeal- singular  to  the  Serjeants,  that  no  bounty  should  be  allowed 
them  until  so  distant  a  period  as  the  completion  of  the  Levy,  when  attested  and", 
pas?ied  at  thQ  commencement.  It  would  occasion  a  great  loss  of  time  and  ex- 
pence  to  send  the  Serjeants  and  Drummers  to  the  Isle  of  Wight  for  approval,  as 
they  would  have  to  march  from  distant  and  different  parts  of  the  empire,  and ; 
jeturn.  But  it  is  to  be  understood  these  Serjeants  and  Drummers  are  again  ulti- 
mately to  be  brought  forward  and  disposed  of  into  regiments  of  the  Line.* 

No.  8. 

Copy  of  LETTER  from  Colonel  Clinton  to  Colonel  French  (dated 
iiOth  April,  1804.     (One  Inclosure) 

Sir,  Horse  Guards,  20th  April,  1804. 

Having  laid  before  the  Commander  in  Chief  your  letter  of  this  day  submit- 
ting for  His  Royal  Highness' s  consideration,  certain  alterations  proposed  in 
your  terms  for  raising  men  ;  I  have  it  now^  in  command  to  return  the  enclosed 
papers,  by  which  you  w  ill  observe  how  far  His  Royal  Highness  has  been  pleased 
to  accede  thereto,  and  to  acquaint  you,  that  on  your  signifying  to  me  your  rea- 
diness to  undertake  the  Levy  on  the  terms  specified,  the  necessary  directions 
will  be  given  for  expediting  a  letter  of  service,  to  enable  you  to  proceed 
therewith. 

I  have,  &c. 
Colonel  French,  (Signed)  W,  H.  Clinton. 

No.  9,  Dvke-street,  Adelpki. 


MEMORANDA  from  Colo- 
nel French. 
The  Commander  in  Chief  agrees  to  The  reason  for  submitting  that  one 
^nc-half  of  the  Serjeants  being  dis-  half  of  the  Serjeants  should  be  dis- 
ckarged  as  required,  hut  in  the  first  charged  at  the  conclusion  of  the  Levy, 
instance  they  must  all  he  enlisted  and  (agreeably  to  what  was  allowed  in  for- 
attested  as  privates,  in  order  that  they  mer  levies)  is  because  it  has  generally 
mail  be  amenable  to  military  laiu  ;  but  been  judged  expedient  to  employ  a 
at  the  same  time  it  may  be  noted  in  their  certain  number  of  steady  and  expc- 
attestations,  that  they  are  to  be  dis-  rienced  persons  as  Serjeants;  men  very 
charged  on  the  completion  or  discon-  proper  as  recruiters,  but  not  perhaps 
iinuing  of  the  Levy,  m  tor  active  service. 

Those  uho  may  be  approved  as  ft         We  further  submit,  that  the  Levy  of 
for  service,  VisiU  he  allowed  the  bounty      one-half  of  the  Serjeants  will  be  allow- 
'in  approval  at  any  of  the  Depots,  ed  on  completing  the  first  five  hun- 

dred, and  the  remainder  on  complet- 
ing the  first  thousand.  The  Serjeants 
of  course  to  be  attested  as  privates. 

It  is  submitted,  that  it  would  appear 
singular  to  the  Serjeants,  that  no  boun- 
ty should  be  allowed  them  until  so 
distant  a  period  as  the  completion  of 
the  Levy,  when  attested  and  passed  at 
the  commencement.  It  would  occa- 
sion a  great  loss  of  time  and  expence 

*  The  Commander  in  Chief  agrees  to  one  half  of  the  Serjeants  being  dis- 
charged as  required ;  but  in  the  first  instance  they  must  be  enlisted  and  at- 
tested as  privates,  in  order  that  they  may  be  amenable  to  military  law;  but  at 
the  same  time  it  may  be  noted  in  their  attestations,  that  they  are  to  be  dis- 
charged on  the  completion  or  discontinuing  of  the  Levy. 

Those  who  may  be  approved  as  fit  for  service,  will  be  allowed  the  bounty  on 

approval  at  any  ot  the  Depots. 

to 
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to  send  the  Serjeants  and  Drummers  fe 
the  Isle  of  Wight  for  approval,  as  they 
would  have  to  march  from  distant  and 
difterent  parts  of  the  Empire  and  re- 
turn. But  it  is  to  be  understood,  these 
Serjeants  and  Drummers  are  again  ulti- 
mately to  be  brought  for\vard  and  disr 
posed  of  into  regiments  of  the  Line. 


No.  9- 

LETTER  from  Colonel  French  to  Colonel  Clinton.  , 

Sir,  9,  Duke-street,  Adelphi,  April  21st,  1804. 

I  have  the  honor  to  acknowledge  the  receipt  of  your  letter  of  yesterday's 
date,  inclosing  the  terms,  with  certain  alterations,  upon  which  the  Commander 
in  Chief  will  be  pleased  to  grant  a  letter  of  service.  1  herewith  return  the  same^ 
and,  on  the  part  of  Capt.  Sandon  and  myself,  beg  leave  to  say  we  accept  the- 
same.  I. have  the  honor  to  be.  Sir, 

Your  most  obedient  humble  servant, 

J.  French^ 
Colonel  Clinton,  Colonel  late  102d  Foot. 

4'c.  £^c.  ^'c. 


No.  10. 


Copy  of  a  LETTER  from  Colonel  Clinton  to  Mr.  Moore. 
Sir,  23d  April,  1804. 

I  am  commanded  by  the  Commander  in  Chief  to  transmit  for  the  purpose  of 
being  laid  before  the  Secretary  at  War,  the  inclosed  copy  of  proposak  made  by 
Colonel  French  and  Captain  Sandon,  for  raising  5,000  men  to  compleattjie  reg- 
meats  of  the  Line  ;  and  from  tlie  remarks  (in  red  ink)  made  thereon  by  H.  R.  H. 
Mr.  Bragge  will  be  enabled  to  judge  how  far  the  terms  have  been  acceded  to  ; 
and  I  have  therefore  to  request  that  you  will  be  pleased  to  move  Mr.  Bragge  to 
give  the  necessary  directions  for  expediting  a  letter  of  service,  to  enablie  Colonel 
French  and  Captain  Sandon  to  proceed  v/ith  their  Levy. 

I  have,  &c. 
Francis  Moore,  Esq.  (Signed)  W.  H,  CtlNTOJf, 

(i^c.  dfc.  4'c. 

No.   11. 

LETTER  from  Mr.  Moore  to  Colonel  Clinton. 
Sir,  W^ar-Office,  26th  April,  1604, 

I  have  the  Secretary  at  War*s  direction  to  transmit  herewith  for  the  const- 
deration  of  the  Commander  in  Chief,  the  draught  of  a  letter  of  service  to  Col/ 
French  and  Captain  Sandon,  framed  according  to  the  terms  inclosed  in  youF 

letter  of  the  ^3d  instant.  r    t,  j 

You  will  be  pleased  to  state  to  his  Royal  Highness,  that  Mr.  Bragge,  ad- 
verting to  %vhat  has  taken  place  in  former  Levies,  is  induced  most  particularly  to 
recommend  that  it  should  be  a  condition  of  the  engagement  now  under  con- 
sideration, that  the  recruits  should  receive  the  full  bounty  required  by  the  ge- 
neral recruiting  instructions ;  or  that,  at  all  events,  the  bounty  to  be  paid  to 
each  recruit  should  not  be  less  than  a  certain  sum  fixed  by  the  letter  of  service. 

I  have  the  honor  to  be.  Sir, 

Your  most  obedient  humble  Ser^'ant, 
Colonel  Clinton,  5'-  Moore. 

Sfc.  Sfc.  Src 


No.  12. 


Copy  of  a  LETTEP.  from  Colonel  Clinton  to  Mr.  Moore. 
Sir,  _    '  _  _  L'7th  April,  1804 

Having  laid  before  the  Commander  in  Chief  your  letter  of  yesterday's  date^ 
transmitting  a  draft  of  a  letter  of  service  to  Colonel  French  and  Captain' Sandon 
(herewith  returned)  and  stating  the  St-cretary  at  War's  opinion,  "  that  it  should 
be  a  condition  of  the  engagement,  that  the  recruits  should  each  receive  the  full 
bounty  required  by  the  general  recruiting  instructions,  or  tliat  the  bounty 
should  not  be  less  than  a  certain  hum  hxed  by  the  letter  of  service  ;"  I  have  it 
in  command  to  acquaint  you  for  Mr.  Bragge's  information,  that  as  each  recnjit, 
on  approval  at  the  Depot,  is  to  sign  a  certilicate  that  he  has  received  the  full 
boimty  promised  him,  Pi.  K.  11.  thijiks  that  the  consequences,  which  Mr.* 
Bragge  seems  to  apprehend^  from  no  certain  sum  being  hxed  as  bounty,  are 
not  likely  to  ensue,  and  that  therefore  the  article  alluded  to  may  remain  as 
already  lixed  op. 

The  Commander  in  Chief  however  suggests,  that  a  clause  should  be  inserted 
with  a  letter  of  service,  requiring  that  a  sum,  equal  to  what  n]ay  be  fixed  by 
tlic  recruiting  instructions  in  loice  at  the  time,  should  be  deducted  from  the 
levy  money  allowed,  to  furnish  the  recruits  with  such  necessaries  as  may  be  re- 
quisite on  their  iinal  approval  at  the  l)ep»ts  specitied. 

I  have,  &c. 

Frauds  Moore,  Esq.  (Signcnl)  W.  H.  CliktOn. 

4'C.  4'C.  4'^'- 


No.  la 


Copy  of  a  LETTER  from  the  Secretin-  at  War  to  Colonel  French,  of  ihi* 
late  lo2d  Foot,  and  Captain  Sandon,  of  the  lloyal  V/aggon  Train.— (Letter 
of  Service.) 

Gentlemen,  ^  War-Office,  30th  April,  1804. 

I  hare  the  honor  to  acquaint  you,  His  Majejity  has  been  pleased  \^  appro\c 
of  your  raising  live  thousand  men,  to  be  turned  over  to  the  regiments  of  the 
Line  in  His  Majesty's  service,  upon  the  following  conditions : — 1  he  recruits  are 
to  be  engaged  without  limitation  a.s  to  ixmkt  and  place  of  service.     You  will  be 
allowed  thirteen  guineas  Levy  money  for  each  recruit  finally  approved  at  one  of 
the  following  Depots,  viz.  the  Isle  of  Wight,  Dublin,  and  Edinburgh;  out  of 
which  Levy  money  a  sum  equal  to  what  may  bt*  tixcd  bv  the  recruiting  instruc-' . 
tions  in  force  at  the  time  is  to  be  appropriated  to  furnishing  the  recruits  with 
necessaries  on  their  final  approval,  exclusive  of  the  actual  sum  >  hich  may  have 
been  received  by  the  itecruit.    The  subsistence  of  the  recruit?,- the  extra  allow- 
ance to  inn-keepers,  the  allow-ance  for  beer,  and  any  other  daily  charge,  will 
only  be  allowed  to  commence  from  flie  date  of  approval  of  each  recruit;  but 
with  a  view  to  cover  any  extra  expellees  that  you  may  inctir^  by  the  men  being 
enlisted  a  considerable  time  before  their  approval,  you  will  be_  allowed  to  enlist 
ten  boys  in  every  100  recruits,  for  whom  you  will  receive  the  same  bounty  and 
allowances  as  per  men.     The  men  and  boys  respectively  are  to  be  of  the  age 
and  size  directed  by  the  general  rixruiting  instructions  of  the  army.     No  charge 
for  slop-clothing,  for  the  Non-commissioned  officers  or  recruits  w  ill  be  admitted; 
a?,  on  approval,  the  latter  will  be  clothed  at  the  Depots  by  the  regiments  to 
whiclVthcy  shall  be  at  once  attached.     No  intermediate  approval  of  tlie  recruits 
is  to  take  place;  and,  consequently,  neither  bounty,  subsistence,  nor  any  other 
charge  will  be  allowed  for  such  as  shall  be  rejected  at  the.  several  Depots.     Each 
recruit,  on  approval  at  the  Depot,  is  to  sign  a  certificate,  that  he  received  the. 
full  bounty  promised  to  hlin.     ^'ou  will  be  allov.-ed  to  appoint  90  Serjf^^ants,  90 
Corporals,  and  60  Drummrix,  who  mu-^t  be  previously  appointed  by  an  inspect- 
ing Field  Officer  of  a  recruiting  district.  The  Drunmiers  are  to  be  of  the  age  and 
standard  of  boys,  as  specified  in  the  recruiting  instructions.     The  subsistence  of 
the  above-mentioned  Non-conunissioncd  Oltictrs  and  Drummers  is  ta  commence 
from  the  dates  of  tiieir  actual  appointment  as  such.     Half  of  them,  if  finally 
approved  at  the  Depots^  ?.rc  to  be  reckoned  as  part  of  the  complement  of  the 

,\  first 
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frst  five  hundred  recruits  for  your  Levy,  aiid  tlie  reiiiauidcr  as  pari  of  the  first 
thousand.  The  Corporals  and  Drummers  are  to  be  given  to  uiidei-stand  tl^ 
they  are  liable  to  be  drafted  as  privates  into  the  old  regiments. 

The  whole  of  the  Non-commissioned  Oiiicers  and  Drummers  must,  in  the  first 
instance,  be  enlisted  and  attested  as  privates,  and  these  att^'stations  transmitted 
to  this  office  immediately  on  approval.     One  half  of  the  Serjeants  may  be  ea- 
iisted  with  the  condition  of  their  being  discharged  at  the  conclusion  of  th'e  Levy, 
which  circumstance  is  to  be  noticed  in  their  respective  attestations.    The  bounty 
of  thirteen  guineas  will  be  allowed  for  such  of  the  Noji-commissioued  Ofllcers 
and  Drummers  as  shall  be  rincilly  approved  at  the  Depots,  as  part  of  }'our  Levy. 
•Cloathing  will  be  provi(le<:l  under  the  orders  of  Government,  for  the  elfective 
Non-commissioned  Officers  and  Drunmiers  employed  as  above-mentioned.    You 
will  be  allowed,  durmg  the  Levy,  the  as:^!stajiice  of  ten  Officers,  whose  names  are 
to  be  stated  to  llis  Royal  Highness  the  Commander  in  Chief  for  his  aj)proba- 
tion;  and  such  of  these  officers  as  may  be  on  half-pay,  are  to  receive  full  pay 
during  J;heir  service  with  your  Levy  subsequently  to  such  approval.     As  the 
men  are  to  be  passed  at  the  Depots,  it  is  not  thought  necessary  to  make  you  an 
allowance  for  an  Adjutant,  Paymaster,  Sur^eoji,  or  Quarter-master,  but  an  officer 
above  the  ten  uill  be  allowed,  to  be  resident  at  each 'De}X)t  during  tlie  Levy. 
In  lieu  of  giving  you  permission  to  nominate  any  officers  for  commissions,  an 
allowance  at  the  rate  of  two  guineas  per  mim,  over  and  above  the  before-men- 
tioned sum  of  thirteen  guineas  will  be  made  to  you  whenever  500  men  shall  be 
passed  at  the  Depots ;  and  for  every  300  men  subsequently  passed,  the  like 
exti-a  allowance  ot  two  guineas  per  man  will  be  made  to  you.     The  stiiHilated 
allowance  of  thirteen  guineas  each,  for  the  approved  recruits,  will  be  issued  im- 
mediately on  their  approval,  by  the  Paymasters  residing  at  the  respective  Depots, 
by  draughts  upon  the  agents  of  the  corps  to  which  tiie  men  and  boys  may  be 
attached,  and  the  recruits  v,-ill  be  afterwards  subsisted  through  the  same  chan- 
nel, or  by  the  district  paymasters,  until  they  join  regiments.     The  pay  of  the 
Commissioned  Officers,  Non-commissioned  Officers,  and  DfummerG,  employed 
in  the  Levy,  is  to  be  received  from  the  Paymasters  of  the  recruiting  district  in 
which  they  shall  be  respectively  stationed,  who  will  draw  for  the  same  upon  the 
general  agents  for  recruiting  in  London  and  Dubhn  respectively,  rendering  dis- 
tinct pay  lists  or  their  expenditures  on  this  head  to  this  office.     If,  however, 
any  of  the  Commissioned  Officers  should  be  on  full  pay  in  the  existing  regi- 
ments, the  distinct  Paymasters  will  draw  for  the  pay  of  such  officers  on  their 
respective  regimental  agents,  in  the  same  manner  as  for  that  of  other  officers 
employed  in  the  recruiting  service.     In  consequence  of  this  arrangement,  it  is 
presumed  that  your  advances,  on  account  of  the  Levy,  will  be  so  inconsiderable 
"as  scarcely  to  require  any  imprest  of  money  into  your  hands,  in  the  first  in- 
stance, but  if  you  should  find  some  assistance  absolutely  necessary,  there  will 
be  no  objection  to  your  receiving  a  moderate  sum  on  account,  giving  security 
for  the  immediiute  repayment  thereof  when  desired.     It  is  to  be  clearly  under- 
stood, that  Government  reserves  to  itielf  the  discretion  of  discontinuing  the 
Levy  entirelv,  in  case  4,000  men  are  not  raised  and  passed  within  nine  months 
irom  the  date  of  this  letter,  or  in  case  the  whole  5,000.  men  are  not  raised  and 
passed  within  thirteen  months  from  the  same  date.     In  the  execution  of  this 
service  I  am  to  assure  you  of  every  assistance  that  this  office  can  aftbrd. 

i  have,  &c. 

(Signed)  C.  Bragibe. 

Col.  French  of  the  late  I02d  Foot,  and 
Capt.  Sandon,  of  the  Royal  fraggon  Train. 

No.  14. 

Copy  of  a  LETTER  from  Colonel  Clinton  to  F.  Moore,  Esq.-^(With  Two 

Enclosures.) 

Sir,  Horse  Guards,  31st  May,  1804. 

I  am  directed  by  the  Commander  in  Chief  to  refer  to  you  herewith  a  note 
from  Colonel  French,  relative  to  th^e  pay  of  the  Non-commissioned  Officers  and 
Drummers  of  his  new  Lew  ;  and  His  "Royal  Highness  thinking,  from  the  cir- 

}jc.  21.  '  3  X  cumstanc«s 
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cumstances  sltated,  tliat  there  appears  no  objection  to  what  is  i;cquested  by  il*« 
Colonel  in  reeard  to  the  subsistence  of  his  Non-commissioned  Olhcers  and  Drum- 
i«ers,  provided  that  any  back  pay  that  may  be  issued  tor  thein  be  actually  re, 
ceived  by  them,-and  for  which  their  acknowledgments  wall  be  of  course  re- 
quired, desires  that  you  will  be  pleased  to  lay  the  saine  before  the  becretary  at 
War,  with  his  recommendation  that  Colonel  Irench's  request  may  b*  com. 
plied  with  I  have,  &c.  (Signed)  W .  H.  Clinton. 


Francis  Mooi\e,  Esq. 
Sfc.  Sfc.  4"c. 


Sir  Horse  Guards,  25th  June,  1804. 

I  am  coliimanded,  by  the  Commander  in  Chief,  to  acquaint  you,  for  the  in- 
formation  of  the  Secretary  at  War,  that  in  consequence  of  the  Levy  nioney  for 
recruits  for  scneVal  service  being  raised  to  nineteen  gumeas,  Colonel  l^rcnch 
and  Captain  Sandoa  are  to  receive  the  augmented  Levy  money  fpr  each  ap- 
proved recruit  raised  by  them.  1  have,  &c 
^  F.  Moore,  Esq.  (S>gned)        W.  H.  Clintoi^. 

Copy  of  a  LETTER  from  the  Deputy  Secretary  at  War  to  Colonel  French 

and  Captain  Sandon,  dated  -Sth  June,  1804. 

|-jj!  War-Ofiicc,  28th  June,  1804. 

The  rate  of  Uvy  money  for  the  infantry  of  the  Line  havi';g  been  ';^ig";^"ted 
to  nineteen  guineas,  by  the  general  orders  from  the  head-quarters,  dated  Ibtt 
in^tant,  I  ?m  directed  to  acquaint  you,  that  the  like  sum  will  be  allowed  fo5 
each  of  your  recruits  raised  subsequently  to  the  receipt  hereof,  instead  ot  thir- 
teen guineas,  as  speciiied  in  your  letter  of  service. 

I  am,  &c. 

Col  French.  .  (Signed)  F.Moore. 

Capt.  Sandon. 

No.  15. 

London,  Cecil-Street  Coffee-house,  Strand, 

gjj.  Januarv  15ch,  IGOj. 

Your  Royal  Highness  I  hope  ^vill  have  the  goodness  to  excuse  this  intru 

sion,  as  my  intention  was  to  have  done  myself  the  honour  of  personally  pre 

senting  the  enclosed  letter  to  your  Royal  Highness  this  day,  but  on  account  o 

your  lloval  Highness's  not  holding  a  levee,  1  presume  to  take  the  liberty  g, 

transmitting  it  i^i  this  manner.     The  particular  situation  m  which  I  obviousl; 

stand  with  Brigadier  General  Taylor,  who  inspects  my  recruits  m  Ireland,  an. 

a  delicacy  not  to  be  troublesome  to  your  Royal  Highness,  lias  hitherto  hekl  m 

silent  on  the  subject  of  Brigadier  General  l\wlor's  most  unaccountaDle  an.| 

persevering  hostility  to  mv  Levy.    It  is  with  concern  I  must  declare  that  he  na^ 

\vith  diligence,  taken  eve'ry  step  to  render  abortive  my  unremitted  exertions 

carry  into  effect  the  intentions  of  your  Royal  Highness  in  honounng  me  wit 

the  letter  of  service.     At  length  I  feL4  myself  called  upon,  by  duty,  and  i 

justice  to  mvself,  to  state  the  circumstance.     The  present  Inspector  Genen 

havin>T  lately  had  the  goodness  to  give  instructions  to  Brigadier  General   la) 

lor,  relative  to  some  arrangements  of  my  Non-commissioned  Oilicers,  I  coinmi 

nicated  the  same  to  Quarter-master  Fawcett,  of  the  Levy  recruiting  in  Uubli 

(for  hi^  guidance)  who  waited  upon  Brigadier  General  layloi'  on  the  occasion 

The  reception  he  met  with  is  stated  in  his  letter;  and  it  is  with  deep  regret 

jnu^t  add,  that  tins  proceeding,  on  the  part  of  the  Deputy  Inspector  Genen 

in  Inland,  is  but  a  continuation  of  what  my  Levy  has  experienced  trom  nil 

since  it's  commencement  there. 

I  have  the  honour  to  be.  Sir, 
Your  Royal  Highness's 

.     respectful  and  dutiful  servant, 

J.  French, 

His  Royal  Highness  the  Commander  in  Chief,  Colonel. 

dec.  A-c.  Sfc.  ^„  .    . 

^      ^  ^  (Privat 
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<^^''''^f  Dublin,  8th  January,  1805. 

The  esteem  I  liave  for  you,  luid  zeal  for  His  Majesty's  service,  I  'f^  ^^^^yH 
sav  leaves  it  out  of  my  p^Nver  to  forward  your  Levy  as  I  could  ^vish,  lom  Ui« 
treatment  1  have  received  from  Brigadier  General  i  aylor.  Your  letter  dated 
the  3d  instimt,  I  received  the  6th,  afternoon;  and  the  next  mormng  ^'^^I'f ^ 
Lieut.  Morton  with  it;  he  desired  me  to  take  it  to  General  lay  lor  /'^^>f^- 
iieral  looked  at  it,  re.:d  part,  threw  it  on  the  table  ;  said  he  knew  notmng  about 
it,  or  words  to  that  effect.  After  a  short  pause,  he  raised  his  voice,  ana  saiQ  nc 
had  received  a  letter,  laying  his  hand  upon  it,  it  being  open  betore  him.  nc 
then  be/ran  about  the  Sefjeimts  ;  then  tlie  money-the  Serjeants  and  ttie  mone>- 
so  that  1  was  heartily  tired  of  his  sermon.  After  some  time  he  concluded  with 
saying,  '*  You  are  no  Levy  ;"  how  came  you  by  that  name  of  Levy  ?  "oi' ^^^  "^> 
in  pan  of  his  oration,  forget  the  word  Crimp.  It  would  take  a  quire  ot  paper 
to  -ive  YOU  a  full  detail.  Adjutant  Foffc  was  the  only  person  presen..  i^iKe 
on  former  occasions  it  may  be  denied;  but  I  give  you  my  ^<>"«"^  ^^'^'V''^^^^^^^ 
iiave  stated  are  facts.  I  \vish  you  to  come  here  as  soon  as  possible :  Ije  ib  cioui^ 
every  thing  in  his  power  to  throw^us  on  our  backs:— 1  am  so  hurt  1  nave  noi 
spirits  to  carry  on  yc^ir  business-— I  am  sorry  to  distress  your  mmd;  but    Us 

inijiossible  for  me  to  stand  it.  I  am.  Sir, 

'■  .  Your  obedient  servant, 

Colonel  French  ^^''^^  Fawcett. 

<*^-c.  4'c.  4'C. 

No.  16. 

Copy  of  Colonel  Gordon's  LETTER  to  Mr.  Kirkman,  19th  Jan.  1805,  send 

ing  Copies  of  Col.  French's  letter  (No.  10.) 
""  Sir,  Horse  Guards,  19th  January,  1805. 

I  have  the  commands  of  the  Commander  in  Chief  to  transmit  to  ymi,  for  the 
information  of  Lord  Cathcart,  a  copy  of  a  letter  and  its  enclosures,  irom  L.oio- 
nel  French,  in  which  that  officer  complains  that  the  Deputy  Inspector  General 
for  the  recruiting  service  in  Ireland  has  taken  every  step  to  render  abortive  ni;* 
unremitted  exertions  to  carry  into  effect  the  intentions  of  the  Commander  m 
Chief,  in  honouring  him  with  a  letter  of  service,  and  I  am  commanded  to  a^- 
sire,  that  the  Deputy  Inspector  General  may  be  called  "P^\\to^explaintne  cir- 
cumstances to  which  Colonel  French  alludes,  as  although  His  ^.oyal  Uignneas 
is  sensible  of  the  duties  incumbent  on  the  Deputy  Inspector  General,  to  pre- 
serve a  vigilant  controul  over  the  various  branches  of  his  department,  ana  to 
check  and  report  upon  every  irregularity  that  may  take  place  m  the  conduct  ot 
officers  and  persons  engaged  in  the  recruiting  service  in  Ir^'l^-^^^' /^^  ms  iio^ai 
Highness  thinks  it  equally  just  that  every  fair  indulgence  should  be  g^^^n  to 
every  officer  to  enable  him  to  act  with  facility  according  to  the  terms  in  \\nica 
he  is  bound  by  his  instructions  ;  and  I  am  further  to  desire  you  may  be  pleased 
to  move  his  Lordship  to  examine  the  letter  of  service  under  which  i^olonei 
French  acts,  and  to  give  such  directions  thereupon  as  may  tend  to  put  a  stop  to 

further  representation. 

I  !iate,  &c.  ^ 

(Signed)  J.  W.  Gordon. 

P.  S.  Colonel  French  has  been  directed  to  repair  forthwith  to  Ireland,  and 
report  his  arrival  to  the  Commander  of  the  Forces. 
/,  Kirkman,  Esq. 
S^c.  ^'C.  Sfc. 

No.  17. 

C.  B.  (Ten  Enclosures) 

Acknowledge  ,^      .   ,      .,  -r^  ,     .„^. 

Sir,  Koyal  Hospital,  8th  Feb.  1805.  ^ 

Having,'  in  obedience  to  the  Commander  in  Chiefs  commands,  conveyed  hi 

Your  letter  of  the  19th  January,  by  difecdon  of  Lieuteiiant  General  Lord  Cath* 

''  3x2  -  cart, 
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cirt,  called  wpon  B.  General  Taylor  for  an  explanation  of  t^ie  circsnisfencef 
aliucied  to  in  the  aliegations  set  forth  by  Colonel  French's  representation  thereiiT 
inclosed;  in  answer,  I  am  now  directed  by  his  Lordship  to  acquaint  you,  fof 
the  infonriation  of  His  Royal  Highnes.5,  that  he  has  called  for  the  letter  of  ser- 
vice, by  virtue  of  which  Col.  French  and  Captain  Sandon  carry  on  this  Levy, 
and  that  his  Lords'iip  desired  B.  General  Taylor  to  report  upon  the  steps  fie 
has  taken,  in  conformity  to  the  instructions  he  has  received  from  time  to  time 
from  the  Ivispector  General,  concerning  the  Levy  in  question,  arid  also  to  fur- 
nish him  with  answers  to  the  points  which  His  Koyal  Kiglui«ss  is  pleased  to 
notice  for  enquiry. 

Tiie  Brigadier  General  ha<»  in  consequence  delivered  to  Lt.  General  Lord 
Cat  heart,  the  report  and  explanatory  papers  herewith  enclosed,  which  it  is  re- 
quested may  be  submitted  to  His  Royal  Highness. 

Col.  French  has  not  reported  his  arrival,  nor  is  it  known  he  ever  has  called 
upon  the  Commander  of  the  Forces  in  Ireland ;  bat  undoubtedly  he  will  have 
every  facility  and  support  atibrdcd  him,  which  the  recruiting  instructions  and 
circumstances  of  the  service  can  warrant. 

Lt.  General  Lord  Cathcart  desires  me  to  say,  that  it  appears  to  him  that  the 
matters  of  complaint  charged  against  B.  General  Taylor  by  Colonel  French, 
may  be  reduced  to  four  heads  : 

1st.  The  having  objected  to  sending  a  Serjeant  of  the  Levy,  supposed  to  have 
been  rajised  for  the  proportion  intended  for  Ireland,  out  of  this  part  of  His  Ma- 
jesty's dominions. 

2d.  For  having  refused  to  approve  of  more  than  45  Serjeants  behig  raised  in 
Ireland  without  some  proportion  of  privates.  Until  more  explai^tory  instructions 
should  be  obtained  from  the  Inspector  General  to  authorize  that  measure,  and 
imtil  the  Serjeants  raised  in  this  counti-)-  are  brought  forward  for  tinal  approval. 

3d.  For  having  taken  a  beating  order  from  a  person  nanled  O'Reilly, 
although  giving  beating  orders  to  persons  similarly  situated  had  been  allowed  m 
the  case  of  other  Levies. 

4th.  For  having  admonished  Quarter-master  Owen  Fawcett,  in  regard  to  the 
conduct  of  the  Levy,  in  a  manner  the  Quarter-master  did  not  approve ;  and  tor 
havuig,  in  the  course  of  what  he  had  occasion  to  say  to  this  person,  made  use  of 
the  word  "  Crimp." 

In  regard  to  the  two  first  of  these  heads,  the  B.  General  appears  to  have  acted 
as  it  seemed  to  him,  the  instructions  he  received  from  the  Inspector  General  in 
regard  to  issuing  Serjeants'  clothing,  explained  the  intention  to  be,  but  tiiat  he 
had  submitted  his  doubts  and  observations  to  the  Inspector  General,  whose  de- 
cision had  not  arrived. 

With  regard  to  the  third  case,  that  of  O'Reilly,  there  is  an  explanatory  paper 
No.  9,  by  which  it  appears,  that  the  Inspector  General  could  not  recognize  this 
person  as  a  proper  officer  to  hold  a  beating  order  \vithout  further  explanation. 

And  in  regard  to  the  fourth  case,  the  conversation  with  Quarter-master  Faw~ 
cett,  there  is  in  the  Brigadier  General's  report,  a  statement  of  what  actually 
paised,  and  which  as  it  happens  liad  not  escaped  the  Dy.  Inspector  General's 
recollection.  Lt.  General  Lord  Caihcart  feels  himself  called  upon,  not  to  con- 
clude his  repoit  without  observing  generally,  that  Brigadier  General  Taylor  has 
uniformly  appeared  to  his  Lordship,  to  be  remarkable  for  his  diligence  arid  assi- 
duity in  carrying  on  all  the  important  duties  entrusted  to  him ;  "that  his  Lord- 
ship Jias  on  all  occasions  perceived  in  his  conduct  the  greatest  zeal  for  the  in- 
crease of  His  Majesty's  disposable  force  by  serviceable  recruits  ;  but  his  Lord- 
ship never  remarked 'ia  his  proceedings,  o"r  heard  that  oflicer  accused  of  any 
uidfiiRGv  of  partiality. 

I  have  the  honour  to  be,  Sir, 

Your  most  obedient  humble  Servanf, 

J.  KiRKMAN, 


(enclosure  I.) 
Sir,  Dublin,  25th  Jan.  1805. 

T  have  the  honour  of  your  letter  of  the  24th  inst.  enclosing  the  copy  of  one 
froir*  Lt.   CoL  Gwdonj  together  ■  with  another  from    Col,   French  to  II» 

,   Royal 
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Uoyal  Hidiiiess  the  Comirrander  in  Chief,  and  of  one  from  Qr.  Mastr.  ^ail- 
cett  to  Co^.  French ;  also  ciin^cting  me  to  transmit,  for  the  infornuition  of  the 
Commander  of  the  Forces,  a  copy  of  the  Colonel's  letter  of  service  and  of  the 
instructions  under  which  he  has  undertaken  his  Levy,  and  for  me  to  report  upon 
the  subject  of  Colonel  French's  letter  to  His  Royal  Highness,  aa  likewise  upon 
Quarter-mastr.  Fawcett's  to  the  Colonel. 

In  obedience  to  these  directions,  herewith  I  enclose  a  copy  of  Col.  French  s 
letter  of  service,  as  also  of  such  papers  from  No.  1  to  8  as  I  have  received, 
that  appertain  to  his  and  mv  own  instructions ;  but  previous  to  my  statement 
concerning  the  two  letters  in  question,  I  beg  leave  to  mention,  that  m  May  last 
I  iirst  received  intimation  that  Colonel  French  had  undertaken  to  raise  5,000 
men  in  a  given  oeriod  ;  and  to  enable  him  to  effect  it,  he  was  to  have  the  assist- 
ance of  a  certain  number  of  persons  as  officers,  with  90  Serjts.  90  Corpls.  and 
fiO  Drumrs.  one  half  of  whom  being  intended  for  Ireland  p  No.  8,  I  was  di- 
rected to  provide  clothing  for.  That  under  certain  conditions  specified  m  the 
letter  of  service,  and  in  the  instructions,  the  Colonel  was  to  have  a  Levy  money 
of  21  guir.s.  per  man.  One  half  of  the  Serjeants  were  to  be  fit  for  service  agree- 
ably to  the  recruiting  regulations,  to  be  rittested  as  privates,  but  to  be  tninsler- 
red  as  Serjeants  at  the  termination  of  the  Levy.  The  other  half  were  to  be  ca- 
pable of  the  recruiting  service,  and  to  be  discharged  on  the  termination  ot  the 
Colonel's  Levy.  The  Corporals  and  Drummers  were  also  to  be  according  to 
the  recniitinp-  regulations  of  their  respective  ranks,  to  be  attested  as  privates, 
and  transferred  as  privates,  on  the  close  of  the  Levy,  to  such  corps  as  His  Royal 
Highness  might  be  pleased  t©  direct.  The  bounty  money  payable  to  the  whole 
of  these  persons,  as  well  as  to  the  privates  is  not  specified,  but  may  be  on  what- 
ever terms  the  Colonel  can  make  his  agreement ;  and  in  order  to  prevent  any 
future  disagreement,  in  consequence  of  there  not  being  a  specified  bounty  to 
the  recruit,  I  am  directed  to  have  a  certificate  of  the  agreement  with  Colonel 
French,  of  such  men  as  I  finally  approve  ot,  which  certificate  I  annex  to  the 
attestations,  and  is  in  form,  No.  4.  . 

Towards  the  end  of  July  last,  I  was  given  to  understand  that  one  Serjeant 
who  had  been  finally  approved  of  had  been  sent  out  of  the  country.  This 
being  signified  to  Colonel  French,  he  said  he  could  send  them  to  where  he 
pleased,  and  on  my  replying  that  I  should  consider  this  man  as  one  of  the  pro- 
portion of  Serjeants  allotted  to  Ireland  (having  drawn  the  Levy  money  for  him) 
he  concluded  with  observing,  he  should  appoint  as  many  as  he  chose  for  Ire- 
land. This  conception  of  the  instructions  differing  vcnry  materially  from  mine, 
I  deemed  it  requisite  to  seyd  a  state  of  the  Levy  to  the  Inspector  General,  and 
to  enquire  to  what  extent  I  was  to  pass  or  approve  of  Serjeants  tor  Colonel 
French's  Levy.  As  to  Corporals  and  Drummers  they  never  came  into  question, 
for  to  this  moment  he  has  not  raised  the  proportion'  I  supposed  to  be  intended 
for  Ireland,  viz.  45  Corporals  and  30  Drummers. 

In  answer  to  this  query,  I  received  the  following,  being  an  extract  of  a  letter 
from  Lt.  Col.  Carey,  dated  26th  July,  1804.  ^*  He  (alluding  to  tlie  Inspr. 
*'  General)  has  thought  it  advisable  to  refer  your  query  to  the  Commanoer  in. 
"  Chief's  consideration,  and  at  the  same  time  to  lay  before  His  Royal  High- 
*'  ness  a  statement  of  the  expences  of  the  Levy,  with  a  comparison  ot  the  bene- 
"  fit  derived  to  the  public  from  the  contract ;  from  which  it  appeals  the  public 
*'  has  paid  for  some  time  past,  more  than  10/.  per  day  for  the_  subsistence  of 
*'  parties,  exclusive  of  marching  moner  and  bounties,  lor  only  six  recruits  who 
«  liad  been  approved  of  at  the  time  'the  calculation  was  made.  Under  such 
*'  circumstances  you  will  of  course  not  act  in  conformity  to  Colonel  rrench  s 
**  desire  until  further  orders." 

This  information  was  given  to  Col.  French  early  in  August;  at  tne  same 
time,  I  said  that  as  he  then  wanted  but  few  Serjeants  to  complete  wnat  I  con- 
ceived to  be  his  establishment  for  Ireland,  and  several  of  those  he  had  were  at 
that  time  only  intermediately  approved  of,  he  had  better  bring  tnem  for\A'ard 
for  final  apnroval,  and  use  some  greater  exertion  to  get  them,  and  have  this  part 
of  the  business  over,  particularly  with  the  Serjeants  for  jpermanent  service,  be- 
cause he  had  more  limited  service  Serjeants  than  the  others  ;  but  that  he  must 

not  expect  I  shauid  exceed  this  nuaiber  withomt  further  orders, 

^  Tuus- 
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•  Thus  the  Levy  continued  with  bringing  few  forward  until  the  middle  of  Oct^^ 
lier  last,  when  Col.  French  left  IreUnid,  and  when  I  thought  I  had  passed  the 
45  Serjeants/ 1  signiiied  to  Q  uartr.  Mastr.  Fawcet  in  the  November  following,- 
1  could  not  pass  any  more  without  fresh  instructions,  and  again  urged  the  com- 
pletion of  the  other  part  of  the  establishment,  and  to  make  some  exertion  to 
raise  privates.  The  Levy  contiimed  in  this  state  until  the  beginning  of  this 
montli,  when  I  received  the  copy  of  a  letter  from  Col.  French  to  the  Inspr* 
General,  accompanied  \sith  a  memoranda  from.  Lt.  Col.  Gordon,  stating, 
that  by  Col.  French's  letter  of  service  *'  he  was  entitled  to  90  Serjts.  90  Corps, 
and  60  Dmmrs,.  he  shduld  of  course  be  allowed  to  appoint  them." 

No.  7.  The  day  after  I  received  these  instructions  Quartr.  Mastr.  Fawcett 
called,  and  shev.ed  me  Col.  French's  letter  (the  answer  to  this  letter  appears  to 
be  the  one  I  have  v^'ith  your's  of  the  24th)  wliichdetter  stated  the  ])urport  of 
his  intended  regulations,  being  63  Serjeants  for  Ireland,  and  at  the  rate  of  9  to 
edch  officer.  1'hiis  far  Quartr.  Mastr.  Faucet'-S  statement  of  my  inattentionto 
tli-i  letter  is  incorrect,  for  if  my  recollection  serves  me  it  is  nearly  the  words  of  it.  I 
then  mentioned  to  him  I  v/as  ready  to  inspect  such  persons  us  ,were  brought  for- 
ward; and  I  was  not  surprised  at-tfte  exertion  to  be  allowed  to  complete  the  full 
establislmientof  Serjeants,  because  they  were  got  for  a  guinea  or  two  bounty, 
but  there  did  not  appear  to  be  the  same  attention  to  get  Corporals  and  Drum- 
jaers,  although  in  fev,'  instances  did  tlie  bounty  to  them  exceed  six  or  eight  gui- 
lieas,  and  as  to  privates  they  scarcely  appeared  to  be  intended  ais  part  of  the 
Levy.  After  this  I  added,  I  should  have  supposed,  if  the  intention  actually  was 
to  raise  privates'-,  some  greater  exertion  ought  to  have  been  made,  if  it  was  no  more 
than  to  shev.'  a  disposition  to  make  good  the  engagement,  and  to  fulfil  His  Royal 
Highness's  expectation  of  so  considerable  a  Levy,  so  as  to  induce  him  to  continue 
it.  Bat  situated  as  I  was,  I  felt  it  incumbent  on  n^ie  to  say,  that  the  whole  tenor  of 
the  proceedings  of  the  Levy  since  I  saw  it,  went  to  procure  persons  to  whom 
scarcely  any  bounty  was  issued,  and  where  a  bounty  became  necessary  no  steps 
v?ere  taken  to  produce  them.  As  to  the  appointment  of  Serjeants,  I  had  offers 
daily  for  these  situations,  without  any  expe-ctation  of  boui.ty,  ai^no  charge  of 
bounty  had  been  incurred  by  the  nomination  of  any  of  those  attached  to  the 
recruiting  department,  although  thev  were  all  for  freneral  service.  That  at  that  mo- 
ment  there  v.  as  an  application  on  the  table,  for  whom  I  had  not  an  immediate  va- 
cancy ;  the  Quartr.  Mastr.  on  this  had  the  modesty  to  desire  he  might  be  transfer- 
red to  him ;  to  which.  I  sharply  said, — What  Sir,  do  you  think  I  am  to  act  as  crimp 
for  you  ;  you  call  yourselves  a  corps,  but  in  fact  you  are  a  Levy  without  men; 
and  the  few  you  hiive  got  stand  Government  in  150/  per  man.  We  then 
parted,  on  my  again  remui'ding  liim  to  bring  fprv,'ard  as  soon  as  he  could  the  re- 
maining Non-commissioned  Officers  Col.  French  intended  for  Ireland,  for  the  not 
doing  so  there  was  hardly  any  excuse,  particularly  as  he  was  aware,  that  the  age 
and  standard  for  tliis  Levy  were  more  favourable  than  to  the  Line  being  at  35  years 
of  age,  and  5  feet  4  inches  in  heiglit,  v.hereas  for  the  Line  and  general  service  (ex- 
cept for  the  four  young  regiments)  it  was  at  30  years  of  age,  and  at  5  feet  5  in- 
ches in  height. 

This  statement  isinfi>ct  the  purport  of  my  conversation  with  Quartr.  Mastr. 
Faucptt,  and  is  tlie  subject  of  his  private  lettt-r  to  Col.  French,  it  passed  at  my 
Oflic^  and  ^r  presence  of  the  Adjutant,  and  I  think  fully  accounts  for  what  he  is_ 
pleased  to  call  my  Sermon  upon  the  Serjeants  and  the  Money,  and  it  by  no  means 
denotes  any  hostility  to  his  Levy,  but  rather  shev.s  an  anxjous  desire  to  produce 
men  to  the  service. 

In  regard  to  the  representation  made  by  Col.  French  toHisHoyal  Highness, 
of  my  most  unaccountable  and  presevering  hostility  to  his  Levy,  and  that  I  take 
eveiy  diligent  step  to  render  abortive  his  unremitted  exertions  to  carr)'  into  effect 
the  intentions  of  His  Royal  Highness  in  granting  him  a  letter  of  service,  I  can 
safely  say,  that  no  act  of  mine  has  shewed  a  disposition  to  thwart  his  recruiting,  biit 
the  contrary,  and  if  I  was  to  have  acted  in  strictness  to  my  instructions,  several  of 
the  few  nun  I  have  passed  should  have  been  dismissed,  merely  on  acvcountof 
Col,  French's  officers  holding  out  engagements  to  them  as  Cor])orals  and 
Pruomiers,  for  tlie  future  disposal,  that  could  not  be  made  good ;  and  for  assert- 
ing in  thgir  atteitations  a  less  bo^unty  thaa  they  agreed  for,  which  (on  account 

of 
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of  their  not  being  able  to  read)  they  knew  nothing  of  until  they  came  befof* 
sue.  1  tlo  most  solemnly  declare,  the  day  of  inspecting  Col.  Frencli's  men,  yheii- 
ever  it  has  hitherto  happened,  has  been  more  a  diiy  tor  settling  disputes  between 
them  and  the  I^i  on-comniissioned  Oiticers,  than  tor  passing  of  recruits.  At  seve- 
ral  the  Colonel  has  been  present,  when  it  appeared  that  the  agreements  for  mhst- 
mg  were  for  a  greater  bounty  tiran  inserted  m  the  attestation,  and  the  engage- 
ments were  to  be  transferred  as  Corporals  and  Drummers  instead  of  as  pri- 
vates, consequently  the  inducement  to  inlist  for  a  less  bounty  is  obvious. 

In  repeated  instances,  from  a  wish  to  get  men,  1  have  prevailed  upon  them  to    , 
3gree  to  a  transfer  as  privates,  and  at  the  same  time  signified  to  Col.  Fxenchhe 
should  instnict  his  oljicei-s  to  prevent  these  continued  disputes,  some  -ot  which  <^ 
^  similar  nature,  since  his  absence,  liavc  been  greater  than  beiorc. 

In  respect  to  the  bounty  paid  to .  men  raised  in  the  country,  the  Colonel's  offi- 
cers are  not  satisfied  wkli  inducing  them  to  inlist  at  an  under-rate  of  ])Ounty,  but  la 
their  pavmentofit  they  keep  a  rumi'ng  account,  and  v/nen  tiiey  settle,  tiie  meii 
have  been  charged  with  the  pay  given  to  them  from  tlieir  inhstment,  as  part  of 
the  bounty.  Colonel  French  is  ilo  stranger  to  tlsis,  and  I  behove  m  more  than  one 
instance,  he  has  refused  the  pay  to  the  recruit,  and  said  he  would  recover  it 
from  his  officer.  i  v    i 

From  these  circumstances  I  feel  it  necessary  to  see  the  men  and  the  public  aone 
justice  to,  which  I  am  convinced  is  the  sole  cTaise  of  the  representation  ot  my  per- 
severing hostility  to  the  Levy.  The-certihcate  of  the  sums  agi-eedto,  ana  wjote 
on  the  back  of  several  attestations,  differing  with  what  is  originally  mserted  m  the 
front  of  them,  v/ill  corroborate  what  I  assert.  - 

I  now  beg  to  mention  as  matter  of    intbrmation,   that   since  Colonel  French^ 

Levy  commenced  in  Ireland,  in  July  last,  there  has  been  48  Serjeants  approved 

of  to  the  19th  inst.  of  whom  2  iiave  deserted,  1  drowned,  1  promoted  to  be  aii 

cihcer,    1  reduced  by  sentence  of  a  Court  Marlial,  ajxl  sent  to  the  Isle  of  V\  iglit  as 

private;   2  more  reduced  by  sentance'of  a  Court  Martial,  and  bemg  tor  limited 

"  service,  are  supposedto  have  been  dismissed,  not  being  returned  as  privates,  leav- 

hig  41  forthcoming  for  transferrable  and  limited  service,  but  including  the  one 

'   sent  from  Ireland ;  besides  25  Corporals,  of  whom  1  have  deserted,  and  1^  Dnim- 

mers.     These  are  the  whole  that  the  Levy  have  produced  of  every  description 

cxcent  27  privates  and  2  boys,  of  whom  8  have  deserted  or  have  been  taken  up  as 

deserters  from  other  corps.     Now  as  from  thestrength  of  tlie  present  numoer  of 

persons  to  recruit  (no  less  than  80 -exclusive    of  officers)    but — recruits    are 

forthcoming,  and  not  one  returned  since  tte  27th   ult.   it  is  scarcely  possible  t» 

expect  much  advantage,  particularly  as  from  the  tenor  of  tliercontractthereisno 

obligation  to  make  it  good.  •     i.    i 

Should  the  whole  of  Col.  French's  Non-comirnssioned  Ofncersbe  nominated, 
and  his  engagements  with  them  l)e  effected  on  the  same  terms  as  h'.thejrto,  the  ad- 
vantage can  be  easily  ascertained,  when  the  Papers  before  me  shew,  that  the  avei"- 
age  bounty  to  each^Serjeant  is  under  2  guineas,  to  each  Corporal?  guineas,  and 
each  Drummer  6  guineas ;  conseciuentlv  when  the  harvest  is  re^joed  by  the  appoint- 
ment of  the  Non-commissioned  Ofhce/-,  there  can  be  little  re-ason  to  suppose  trom 
what  has  been  done,  that  the  proper  exertions  to  obtain  privates  will  afterwards  be 
used.  .  .  ,      . 

I  cannot  close  this  statement  in  reply  to  Col.  French's  representation,  ^vitbout 
observing,  that  no  bounty  is  advanced  to  such  recruits  as  are  raised  m  Dublin, 
until  they  are  finally  passed;  and  iniless  accidentally  seen  when  under  surgical 
examination,  they  are  not  noticed  bv  any  of  the  recruituig  staft ;  and  it  has  hap- 
pened repeatedly,  that  Qr.  Mastr.  I'awcet  has  stated  (as  soon  as  the  m.en  are 
passed  and  completely  off  the  risk  of  Col.  French's  people)  he  was  certain  tiiat 
particular  men  would  desert,  and  with  a  sneer  recommended  me  to   keep  a 
watch  upon  them ;  several  of  his  pointing  out  have  deserteu,  and  otners  hi.ve 
been  taken  up  the  very  same  evening  or  next  day,  when  our  people   had   time 
to  examine.     In  one  instance,  I  have  strong  reason  to  beheve  (though  w;tnout 
'  proof)  that  he  knew  the  fellow  to  be  a  deserter  when  he  was  brought  torwaro. 
The  reports  of  irregular  proceedings  in  the  country  are  numerous,  of  one  m 
particular.     I  inclose  the  Magistrate's  representation.      The  lad  was  brought  .o 
Publin  as  ttated  by  the  Magistrate    in  No.  5,  and  was  burg->cu;]y  rejectee^ 
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aid  dismissed  before  I  received  the  letter,  consequently  I  was  not  enabled  t» 
make  the  proper  inquiry.  In  short  the  complaints  are  frecjuent,  and  I  can  aver, 
that  notwitlistanding  the  multiplicity  of  recruiting  which  lias  been  going  on  in 
Ireland  since  June  last  (to  the  extent  of  more  than  5,000  men  that  have  been 
raised)  and  some  of  it  with  the  strqngest  inducement  to  raise  men  by  every 
means  possible,  yet  I  have  had  fewer  personal  differences  to  settle  betweta 
officers  and  thefr  recruits,  than  I  have  had  with  Col.  French's  tevy. 

However  feasible  Col.  French  may  have  imagined  it  might  be  to  raise  5,000 
men,  when  he  gave  in  his  proposals  to  His  Royal  Highness,  he  nows  sees  the 
impracticability  of  it,  therefore  must  attach  a  cause  for  its  failure  somewhere. 
If,  however,  there  is  a  cause  for  its  not  succeeding  in  Ireland,  he  should  afhx 
it  to  the  avarice  of  his  own  people;  for  the  bounty  to  the  recruits  is  but  11-| 
guineas  on  the  average  to  each;  how  therefore  is  it  possible  for  them  to  get  men, 
€ven  with  ever}'  knowledge  of  tl»#  art  of  recruiting,  when  every  officer  around 
them  are  giving  16  guineas,  and  to  which  is  added  the  inducement  of  promotion 
and  personal  influence ;  notwithstanding  which  many  of  these  gentlemen  have 
failed. 

I  trust  3^ou  will  excuse  the  unreasonable  length  of  this  letter,  but  the  very 
strong  and  unwarrantable  representation  of  Co!.  French  against  my  conduct, 
renders  it  requisit  to  make  this  statement  in  vindication  of  it,  which  1  beg  Lord 
Cathcart  will  have  the  goodness  to  represent  to  the  Commander  in  Chief.  At 
the  same  time  I  c<in  declare,  that  since  the  first  moment  His  Eoyal  Highness 
ti'ss  graciously  pleased  to  appoint  me  Dy.  Inspr.  Genr.  for  Ireland,  every 
thought  and  act  has  been  zealously  exerted  to  fulfil  the  trust  reposed  in  me,  and 
to  promote  the  service,  which  I  believe  not  only  the  late  Inspr.  General  will, 
testify,  as  will  I  trust  the  present  one,  from  his  knowledge  of  my  proceedings 
since  his  appointment. 

I  have  the  honour  to  remain,  Sir, 
Your  most  obedient  and  faithful  humble  Servant, 

James  Taylor, 
Lieutenant  Colonel  Kirkman,  Br.  Qenl.  D.  I.  G. 

4*0.  6fc.  6)-c» 


(Enclosure  2.— No.  Ij  with  Two  Enclosures.) 
(Copy.) 

Sir,  Army  Depot,  1 1th  May  1804. 

I  HAVE  received  the  Inspector  General's  directions  to  transmit,  for  your  in- 
fonnation  and  guidance,  tiie  enclosed  copy  of  a  letter  from  Francis  Moore, 
Esq.  with  the  copy  of  a  letter  of  service  granted  to  Lieut.  Colonel  French  of 
the  late  lOgd  Foot,  and  Captain  Sandon  of  the  Royal  Waggon  Train,  autho- 
rizing them  to  raise  5,000  general  service  recruits,  in  any  part  of  the  Unit(;d 
Kingdom,  to  be  finally  passed  at  the  following  Depots:  at  Dublin,  under  your 
orders;  at  Edinburgh^  under  the  orders  of  Colonel  Scott,  Deputy  Inspector 
General  for  North  Britain;  and  at  the  Isle  of  Wight,  under  the  Inspector  Ge- 
r.eral.  Lieut.  General  Hewitt  desires  me  at  the  same  time  to  request  you  will 
]he  particularly  cautious  in  regard  to  deserters,  and  not  pass  any  man  whom  you 
may  have  reason  to  suspect  as  such. 

The  lads  and  boys  are  to  be  invariably  sent  to  this  Depot  in  such  numbers 
and  by  such  means  as  you  may  judge  most  advisable,  and  in  forwarding  them 
hither  you  will  use  every  precaution  to  prevent  their  passing  for  the  ordinary 
general  service  recruits.  You  will  forward  separate  weekly  returns  of  this 
corps,  which  will  regulate  the  Inspector  General  in  his  directions  for  the  dis- 
posal of  the  men  which  may  be  approved  of  by  you. 

I  have  the  honour,  &c.  &c.  Izc. 

(^Signed)        Jno.  Jas.  Barlow. 
Colonel  Tarjlor,  Lt.  Col.  D.  I.  G. 

Dublin. 

(Copy.) 
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and  dismissed  before  I  received  the  letter,  consequently  I  was  not  enabled  t* 
make  the  proper  inquiry.  In  short  the  complaints  are  frequent,  and  I  can  aver, 
that  notwithstanding  the  multiplicity  of  recruiting  which  lias  been  going  on  in 
Ireland  since  June  last  (to  the  extent  of  more  than  5,000  men  that  have  been 
raised)  and  some  of  it  with  the  strqngest  inducement  to  raise  men  by  every 
means  possible,  yet  I  have  had  fev/er  personal  difierences  to  settle  betwcH^a 
officei-s  and  their  recruits,  than  I  have  had  with  Col.  French's  Levy. 

However  feasible  Col.  French  may  have  imagined  it  might  be  to  raise  5,000 
men,  when  he  gave  in  his  proposals  to  His  Royal  Highness,  he  nows  sees  the 
impracticability  of  it,  therefore  must  attach  a  cause  for  its  failure  somewhere. 
If,  however,  there  is  a  cause  for  its  not  succeeding  in  Ireland,  he  should  afhx 
it  to  the  avarice  of  his  own  people;  for  the  bounty  to  the  recruits  is  but  11 -| 
guuieas  on  the  average  to  each ;  how  therefore  is  it  possible  for  them  to  get  men, 
€ven  with  every  knowledge  of  tli#  art  of  recruiting,  when  every  officer  around 
the^m  are  giving  16  guineas,  and  to  which  is  added  the  inducemei  it  of  promotion 
and  personal  inilueuce ;  notwithstanding  which  many  of  these  gentlemen  have 
failed. 

I  trust  you  will  excuse  the  unreasonable  length  of  this  letter,  but  the  very 
strong  and  unwarrantable  representation  of  Co!.  French  against  my  conduct, 
renders  it  requisit  to  make  this  statement  in  vindication  of  it,  which  I  b^  Lord 
Cathcart  will  have  the  goodness  to  represent  to  the  Commander  in  Chief.  At 
the  same  time  I  c-an  declare,  that  since  the  first  moment  His  Royal  Highness 
v.'aS  graciously  pleased  to  appoint  me  Dy.  Inspr.  Genr.  for  Irt-land,  every 
thought  and  act  has  been  zealously  exerted  to  fulfil  the  trust  reposed  in  me,  and 
to  promote  the  service,  which  I  believe  not  onlv  the  late  irispr.  General  will. 
testify,  as  will  I  trust  the  present  one,  from  his  knowledge  of  my  proceedings 
since  his  appointment. 

I  have  the  honour  to  remain,  Sir, 
Your  most  obedient  and  faithful  humble  Servant, 

James  Taylor, 
Lieutenant  Colonel  Kirkman,  Br.  Genl.  D.  I.  G. 

4*0.  6fc.  4'f. 


(Enclosure  2. — No.  1,  with  Two  Enclosures.) 
(Copy.) 

Sir,  Army  Depot,  nth  May  1804. 

I  HAVE  received  the  Inspector  General's  directions  to  transmit,  for  your  in- 
fonnation  and  guidance,  the  enclosed  copy  of  a  letter  from  Francis  Moore, 
Esq.  with  the  copy  of  a  letter  of  service  granted  to  Lieut.  Colonel  French  of 
the  late  102d  Foot,  and  Captain  Sandon  of  -the  Royal  Waggon  Train,  autho- 
rizing them  to  raise  5,000  general  service  recruits,  in  any  part  of  the  United 
Kingdom,  to  be  finally  passed  at  the  following  Depots:  at  Dublin,  under  your 
orders ;  at  Edinburgh,  under  the  orders  of  Colonel  Scott,  Deputy  Inspector 
General  for  North  Britain;  and  at  the  Isle  of  Wight,  under  the  Inspector  Ge- 
neral. Lieut.  General  Hevritt  desires  me  at  the  same  time  to  request  you  will 
ihe  particularly  cautious  in  regard  to  deserters,  and  not  pass  any  man  whom  you 
may  have  reason  to  suspect  as  such. 

The  lads  and  boys  are  to  be  invariably  sent  to  this  Depot  in  such  numbers 
and  by  such  means  as  you  may  judge  most  advisable,  and  in  forwarding  them 
hither  you  will  use  every  precaution  to  prevent  their  passing  for  the  ordinary 
general  service  recruits.  You  will  forward  separate  weekly  returns  of  this 
corps,  which  will  regulate  the  Inspector  General  in  his  directions  for  the  dis- 
posal of  the  men  which  may  be  approved  of  by  you. 

I  have  the  honour,  &c.  &c.  he. 
^  ,      ,  (3i£ned)        Jno.  Jas.  Barlow. 

<^olonel  Taulor,  Lt.  Col.  D.  I.  G. 

4"c.  4'c.  6fc. 
Dubiia. 

(Copy>> 
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<^^P^7;?  War-Otllce,  4th  May,  l804; 

I  have  the  Secretary  at  War's  directions  to  enclose  herewith,  for  your  infor- 
mation a  copv  of  a  letter  of  service,  authorizing  Lieutenant  Colonel  French 
and  Capt.  San'don  to  raise  3,000  men  for  His  Majesty's  service. 

You  will  be  pleased  to  cause  clothing  for  the  eliective  Non-commissioned  OU 
iicers  and  Drummers  employed  in  canying  on  this  Levy,  to  be  supplied  Irom 

the  stores  of  the  Army  of  Reserve.  .    i       c       ,       c 

I  have  the  honour  to  be,  &c.  &c.  &rc. 

Lieut.   General  Heidtt,  (Signed)        I>V  Moore. 

d^-c.  4"c.  ifc.  ■   '•■ 

^^^^Oentlemen,  War-Office,  April  30th,  1804; 

I  have  the  honour  to  acquaint  you,  His  iMajesty  has  been  pleased  to  ap- 
prove of  your  raising  live  thousand  men,  to  be  turned  over  to  the  re^^ments 
of  the  Line  in  His  NIajestv's  service,  upon  the  following  conditions: 

The  recruits  are  to  be  engaged  without  limitation  as  to  the  time  and  place  of 


service. 


You  will  allow  thirteen  guineas  Levy  money  tor  each  recruit  linalPyap|)roved 
at  one  of  the  following  Depots,  (viz.)  The  Isle  of  Wight,  Duhhn,- and  Kdin- 
burah,  out  of  which  Lew  money,  a  sum  equal  to  what  may  be; fisted  by  the 
recRiitina  instructions  in  force  at  the  time,  is  to  be  appropriated  to  tlirttlsh  the 
recruits  with  necessaries,  on  their  final  approval^  exclusive  of  the  actual'«um 
which  may  have  been  received  by  the  recruit.  '  •''■ 

The  subsistence  of  the  recruit^,  the  extra  allowance  to  mii-keepers,  the  al- 
lowance for  beer,  and  any  other  daily  charge,  will  only  be  allowed  to  com- 
mence from  the  date  of  approval  of  each  recruit,  but  with  a  view"  lo^  cover 
any  extra  expence  that  you  may  incur  by  the  men  being  enlisted  a  considerable 
time  before  their  approval,  you  will  be  allowed  to  enlist  ten  boys  in  everyhundred 
recruits,  for  whom  you  will  receive  the  same  bounty  and  allowance'as  for  men. 
•  The  men  and  boys  respectively  are  to  be  of  the  age  and  size  directed  by 
the  general  recruiting  instructions  of  the  army.  '  '• ;'  \ 

No  charge  for  slop-clothing  for  the  Non-commissioned  Officers  ©r/recrnits 
will  be  admitted ;  as,  on  approval,  the  latter  will  be  clothed  at  the  Depots,'  by 
the  regiments  to  which  they  shall  be  at  once  attached. 

No  intermediate  approval  of  recruits  is  to  take  place,  and  consequently, 
neither  bounty,  subsistence,  nor  any  other  charge  will  be  allowed  for  sticji  as 
shall  be  rejected  at  the  several  Depots.  ^   • ''' ' 

Each  recruit  on  approval  at  the  Depot  is  to  sign  a  certificatej  that  he  re- 
ceived the  full  bounty  promised  to  him.  -  t-. 

You  will  be  allowed  to  appoint  90  Serjeants,  90  Corporals  and  60  Drum- 
mers, who  must  be  previously  approved  by  an  Inspecting  Field  Officer  of  a 
recruiting  district.  '^^'1^  ;'J'* 

The  Drummers  are  to  be  of  the  age  and  standard  of  boys  as  specified  in  the 

recruiting  instructions.  ^  r^ar 

The  subsistence  of  the  above  mentioned  -Non-commissioned  Oflicers  ancJ 
Drummers  is  to  commence  from  the  dates  of  their  actual  appointment  as  such. 

Half  of  them,  if  finally  approved  at  tlie  Depots,  are  to  be  reckoned  as  part 
©f  the  complement  of  the  first  five  hundred  recruits  for  your  Levy,  and  the 
remainder  as  part  of  the  first  thousand.  j'    i       i'    '    ' 

The  Corporals  and  Drummers  are  to  be  given  to  understand,  th^^  they  are 
liable  to  be  drafted  as  privates  into  the  old  regiments.  rt.- 

The  whole  of  the  Non-commissioned  Ofiicers  and  Drummers  must,  in  the 
first  instance,  be  inlisted  and  attested  as  privates,  and  their  attestations  transr 
mitted  to  this  office  immediately  on  approval.  ^  .      ' 

One  half  of  the  Serjeants  may  be  enlisted  with  the  condition  of  their  being 
discharged  at  the  conclusion  of  the  Levy;  which  circumstance  is  to  be  noticed 
in  their  respective  attestations.  \t 

r       The  bounty  of  thirteen  guineas  will  be  allowed  for  such  of  the  Non-com-' 
missioned  Officers  and  Drummers,  as  shall  be  finally  approved  at  the  Depots  as 
part  of  your  Lew, 
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Clothing  will  be  provided  tinder  the  orders  of  Government  for  the  effective 
Non-commissioned  Officers  and  Drummcfs  employed  as  above-mentioned 

You  will  be  allowed  during  the  LeVy,  the  assiste;ice  of  ten  officers  whose 
names  are  to  be  stated  to  His  Royal  Highness  the  Conunander  in  Chief  for  his 
approbation,  and  such  of  these  ofiicers  ^as  mav  be  on  half-pay,  are  to  receive 
Jull-pay  during  their  service  with  your  Levy,  subsequently  to' such  approval 

As  the  men  ai-e  passed  at  the  Depots,  it  is  not  thougiit  necessary  to  make  an 
allowance  for  an  Adjutant,  Paymaster,  Surgeon,  or  Quarter-master,  but  an 
ofticer,  above  the  ten,  will  be  allowed  to  reside  at  each  Depot  during  the  Levy 

In  lieu  of  giving  you  permission  to  nominate  any  officers  for  commissions* 
an  allowance  at  the  rate  of  two  guineas  per  man,  over  and  above  the  before- 
mentioned  sum  of  thirteen  guineas,  will  be  made  to  vou  whenever  500  mon 
shall  be  passed  at  the  Depot,  and  for  every  500  men  subsequently  passed  the 
like  extra  allowance  of  two  guineas  per  man  will  be  made  to  you.  ' 

The  stiptilated  allowance  of  thirteen  guineas  each  for  the  approved  recruit*; 
will  be  issued  immediately  on  their  approval,  by  the  Paymasters  residing  at 
the  respective  Depots,  by  drafts  upon  the  agents  of  the  corps  to  which  the 
nien  and  boys  may  be  attached;  and  the  recruits  will  be  aftenvards  subsisted 
through  the  same  channel,  or  by  the  district  Pavmasters/until  they  join  regiments 

i  he  pay  ot  the  Commissioned  Officers,  Non-commissioned  Officers,  and 
Drummers,  employed  in  the  Levy,  is  to  be  received  from  the  Paymasters  of 
the  recruitmg  districts  in  which  they  shall  be  respectively  stationecl,  who  will 
draw  for  the  same  upon  the  general  agents  for  recruiting  in  London  and  Dublin 
respe^ively,  rendering  distinct  pay-lists  of  their  expenditures  on  this  head  to 
this  office. 

If,  however,  any  of  the  Commissioned  Ofiicers  should  be  on  full  pay  in  the 
existing  regiments,  the  district  Riyniasters  will  draw  for  the  pay  of  such  offi- 
ces on  their  respective  regimental  agents,  in  the  maimer  as  for  that  of  other 
omcers  employed  on  the  recruiting  service.  In  consequence  of  this  arrange- 
ment,  rt  is  presumed  that  your  advances  on  account  of  the  Levy  will  be  so  in- 
<»onsiderable,  as  scarcely  to  require  any  imprest  of  money  into  your  hands,  in 
the  hrst  instance;  but  if  you  should  h'nd  some  assistance' absolutely  nece'^sary, 
mere  will  be  no  objection  to  your  receiving  a  moderate  sum  on  account,  sivmg 
security  tor  the  immediate  repayment  th«Teof  when  desired. 

It  IS  to  be  clearly  understood,  that  Government  reserves  to  itself  the  discre- 
tion of  discontinuing  the  Levy  entirely,  in  case  4,000  men  are  not  raised  and 
passed  withm  nine  months  from  the  date  of  this  letter,  or  in  case  the  whole 
&,uou  men  ar.ijiot  raised  and  passed  within  thirteen  months  from  the  same  date. 

in  execution  of  this  service,  I  am  to  assure  you  of  every  assistance  that  this 
♦mce  can  afford.  '  -^ 

^""iZi  ^ITS  """^  ^^'  ¥^'  ^^^^  ^^^^'  (Signed)    ''''  <:^BkAGGE. 

Captain  Sandon  of  the  Roual  fFae:-  ^    o       / 

ion  Train.  ^  ^ 


.^        .  (Enlosure  3.— No.  2.  with  Three  Enclosures.) 

(Copy.)  ^ 

T«o!J'iu-      *  ,  .,  Army  Depot,  19th  May  1804. 

rJnrroW  r  *""  "^J  l^^^^'  ""^ ^^'^  l^th  instant,  I  am  directed  by  the  Inspector 
hS  hp;n  1  fr\  V^""!"  ^'''V V"^^''"''^^''^"  ^"^  guidance,  copy  of  a  letter  which 
iSv  nf  k;c  T  ""  ^"^  S^^^^^f ^  ?'^^^^*  '^^^^^^^  t«  t'^^  carrying  on  the  recruiting 
d^lrt^n  tK  ^''^'^  •  ""^  ^"^  ^T^  >'^^  '^'"  ^^  P^^^^^^  to  aJt  in  conformity  to  th? 
FV^chTo  hTp  ^' Vh-  I  ^^«  fn^lose  you  a  statement  given  in  by' Colonel 
*fTw.  r  J^^^^l  Hijhuess  the  Commander  in  Chief,  together  with  a  copy 
en  thelub^^^^^^^        Inspector  General  to  Colonel  Clinton,   fiving    his    opiniVn 

'ecf!;rts"e&t;^Vs'L"^  '''  '''''  ^""^^"^  ^^  ^'^  >'^"^  ^^^P^^-^'^"  -'  '''' 
Gnl  Tny.Ur.  (Signed)  Jno.  Jas.  Barlow,  Lt.  Col. 

Dy.  Inspr,  G-nl  '  ^'  ^'  ^' 


4'^.  ^c.  iVc 


a^oi*y,) 


538 

Clothing  will  be  provided  under  the  orders  of  Government  for  the  effective , 
Non-commissioned  Officers  and  Drummefs  employed  as  above-mentioned.       I 

You  will  be  allowed  during  the  LeVy,  the  assistejice  of  ten  officers,  whosf 
names  are  to  be  stated  to  His  Royal  Highness  the  Commander  in  Chief  for  hie 
approbation,  and  such  of  these  officers  as  may  be  on  half-pay,  are  to  receivfc 
full-pay  during  their  service  with  your  Levy,  subsequently  to  such  approval. 

As  the  men  are  passed  at  the  Depots,  it  is  not  thought  necessary  to  make  ar 
allowance  for  an  Adjutant,  Paymaster,  Surgeon,  or  Quarter-master,  but  ar 
officer,  above  the  ten,  will  be  allowed  to  reside  at  each  Depot  during  the  Levy 

In  lieu  of  giving  you  permission  to  nominate  any  officers  for  commissions, 
an  allowance  at  the  rate  of  two  guineas  per  man,  over  and  above  the  before- 
mentioned  sum  of  thirteen  guineas,  will  be  made  to  you  whenever  500  mem 
shall  be  passed  at  the  Depot,  and  for  every  300  men  subsequently  passed,  the 
like  extra  allowance  of  two  guineas  per  man  will  be  made  to  you. 

The  stipulated  allowance  of  thirteen  guineas  each  for  the  approved  recruit?, 
will  be  issued  immediately  on  their  approval,  by  the  Paymasters  residing  a1 
the  respective  Depots,  by  drafts  upon  the  agents  of  the  corps  to  which  the 
men  and  boys  may  be  attached;  and  the  recruits  will  be  aftenvards  subsisted 
through  the  same  channel,  or  by  the  district  Paymasters/untilthey  join  regiments 

The  pay  of  the  Conmiissioned  Officers,  Non-commissioned  Officers,  and 
Drummers,  employed  in  the  Levy,  is  to  be  received  from  the  Paymasters  ol 
the  recruiting  districts  in  which  they  shall  be  respectively  stationecl,  who  will 
draw  for  the  same  upon  the  general  agents  for  recruiting  in  London  and  Dublin 
respectively,  rendering  distinct  pay-lists  of  their  expenditures  on  this  head  to 
this  office. 

If,  however,  any  of  the  Commissioned  O dicers  should  be  on  full  pay  in  the 
existing  regiments,  the  district  Piiymasters  will  draw  for  the  pay  of  such  offi- 
cers on  their  respective  regimental  agents,  in  the  maimer  as  for  that  of  other 
officers  employed  on  the  recruiting  service.  In  consequence  of  this  arrange- 
ment, it  is  presumed  that  your  advances  on  account  of  the  Levy  will  be  so  in- 
considerable, as  scarcely  to  require  any  imprest  of  money  into  your  hands,  in 
the  first  instance;  but  if  )^ou  should  tmd  some  assistance  absolutely  necessary, 
there  will  be  no  objection  to  your  receiving  a  moderate  sum  on  account,  giving 
security  for  the  immediate  repayment  thereof  when  desired. 

It  is  to  be  clearly  understood,  that  Government  reserves  to  itself  the  discre- 
tion of  discontinuing  the  Levy  entirely,  in  case  4,000  men  are  not  raided  and 
passed  within  nine  months  from  the  date  of  this  letter,  or  in  case  the  whole 
5,000  men  aranot  raised  and  passed  within  thirteen  months  from  the  same  date, 

In  execution  of  this  service,  I  am  to  assure  you  of  every  assistance  that  this 
Jtflice  can  aiford. 

I  have,  &:c. 
'€ol<mtl  Frenchy  of  the  late  \0'2d  Foot,  (Signed)        C:.  Bragge. 

Captain  Sandon  of  the  Royal  IVag- 

gon  Train. 


(Enlosure  3.— No.  2.  with  Three  Enclosures.) 
(Copy.) 

Su-,  Army  Depot,  19th  iSfay  1804. 

_In  addition  to  my  letter  of  the  11th  instant,  I'am  directed  by  the  Inspectoi 

General  to  forward,  for  your  information  and  guidance^  copy  of  a  letter  whicl 

has  been  written  to  Colonel  French,  relative  to  the  carrying  on  the   recruiting 

«uty  of  his  Levy,  and  to  desire  you  will  be  pleased  to  act  in  conformity  to   th( 

direction  therein  given.     I  also  enclose  you  a   statement  given  in  by  Colone! 

French  to  His  Royal  Highues*?  the  Coimnanderin  Chief,  together  with  a  copy 

♦fa  letter  from  the  Inspector  General  to  Colonel  Clinton,   giving    his    opinior 

©n  the  subject,  which  you  will  pay  every  attention  to  on  your  inspection  of  tin 

T€cruits  enliated  for  this  Levy. 

^  ,  ^    ,  (Signed)  Jno.  Jas,  Barlow^,  Lt.  Col. 

Qol  Taylor,  £>.  i.  q,  ' 

iJy.  Jnspr,  GrnL 

4v.  Sfc.  iyc. 
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(Copy.)     ^ 

Sir,  Inspector  General's  Office,  i3th  May  1804. 

I  have  the  honour  to  submit  your  letter  of  the  12th  instant  to   the    Inspector 
General,  and  have  received  his  directions  to  say  in  answer,  that  for  each   of  the 
recruits  approved  at  the  Edinburgh  and  Isle  of  Wight  Depots,  there  will  be 
no  objection  for  the  Paymasters  there  to  give  your  agent  in  London  drafts  for  the 
amount  of  their  Levy  on  the  general  agent,  Mr.  Ridge;  but  in  regardto  If  eland 
the  same  mode  of  payment  cannot  be  adopted,  as  it  mvolves  the  subject  of  ex- 
change, by  the  same  means  however  may  any  agent  of  yours  in  that  part  of  tiie 
United  Kingdom  be  paid^  by  drafts   on  the  general  agent  in  Dublin;   with 
respect  to  the   Drummers,  the   Inspector  General  cannot  sanction  your  pro- 
posed deviation  from  the  recruiting  instructions,  although  you  may  look  to  boys 
tor  that  employment,  the  service  will  want  them  eventually  for  soldiers,  and 
with  that  view  must  their  approval  take  place.     It  will  be  necessary  for  you 
to  transmit  to  the  Inspector  General,  to  your  commencing  the  recruiting  service, 
a  list  of  such  persons  as  you  think  proper  to  employ  as  Commanding  OlHcers  of 
your  several  parties,  as  well  as  the  Non-<::ommissioned  Officers  to  each,  and  name 
of  the  place  to  which  you  propose  sending  them,  that  proper  notice  maybe  given 
to  the  Inspecting  Field  OffictT   of  each  district;  and  although  tvith  respect  to 
subsistence,  periods  for  marching  recruits  to  the  Depots,  an  intermediate  approval, 
your  letter  of  service  is  an  exception  to  the  general  recruiting  regulations,   yet 
in  all  other  respects  your  parties  are  to  conform  strictly  thereto ;  and   whenever 
you  may  judge  it  expedient  to  change  the  situation  of  your  parties,  the  Inspect- 
ing Field  Officer  of  the  district  from  whence  they  remove,  as  well  as  that  to 
which  they  may  belong,  is  to  be  maxle  acquainted  therewith  previous  to    such 
removal ;  I  therefore  enclose  for  your  information,  a  list  ofthe  Deputy  Inspector 
Generals,  and  several  Inspecting  Field  Officers,  the  limits  of  their  districts,   and 
the  Head  Quarters  at  which  they  respectively  reside.     I  need  not  point  out  to 
you  the  necessity  of  the  most  scrupulous  attention  to  the  several  rules  laid  down 
m  His  Royal  Highness  the  Commander  in  Chief's  Regulations,  and  how  neces- 
sary it  will  be  for  you  to  insist  on  tlie  most  punctual  attention  on  the  part  of  the 
several  officers  acting  under  your  orders,  to  the  fair  and  full  adjustment  of  all 
accounts  between  their  parties  and  recruits ;  that  His  Majesty's  orders,  particular- 
ly respecting  the  money  to  be  advanced  at  the  time  of  enlistment,  be  mostscru-^ 
pulously  attended  to ;  the  recruit  may  be  made  fully  acquainted  with  the  nature 
of  his  engagement,  that  the  attestation  may  be  signed  not  only  by  the  magistrate 
and  the  recruit,  but  by  the  officer  who  may  command  the  pJity,  and  all  in   the 
presence  of  each  other ;  that  the  attestation  may  be  regularly  transmitted  with  tlie 
recruit  to  the  Depot  he  goes  to  for  inspection,  and  that  it  be  free  from  erasures  of 
every  kind,  and  the  sum  paid,  with  the  day  of  the  month  and  year  be  express* 
ed  in  words  and  not  in  figures;  any  neglect  on  these  points  will  be   considered 
as  uivalidating  the  engagement,  and  the  man  will  be  discharged  w  ithout  admit- 
ting any  expence  to  the  public.     I  have  only  to  add,  that  although  the   In- 
specting Field  Officers  have  nothing  to  do  with  the  approval  of  your  recruits, 
it  is  a  point  of  the  greatest  importance,  and  which  must  be  rigidly  adopted,  that 
HO  recruit  enlisted  at  the  Head  Quarters  of  a   recruiting   district,    shall   march 
away  w  ithout  having  been  seen  by  the  Inspecting  Field  Officer  there  stationed, 
and  most  particularly  in  the  metropolis,  wliere  frauds  are  more  easily  practised 
than  any  where  else.     Lieutenant  Colonel  Robinson  will   inform   you   of  the 
most  convenient  time  for  presenting  your  recruits  to  him  accordingly. 

I  h^ye  the  honour  to  be,  &c.  &c.  &c. 

(Signed)  P.  Caret. 

Colond  French,,  A,  I. 

late  I02d  Foot. 


(Copy) 

Colonel  French  presumes  to  state  to  His  Royal  Highness  the  Commander  in 
Chief,  that  he  has  received  from  the  War-Office  his  letter  of  service  in  favor 
of  Captain  Sandon  and  himself,  but  under  such  circumstances  of  discouragement, 
and  so  very  ditiferent  from  those  accepted  by  him  which  he  had  the  honour  to 
leceive  by  order  of  His  Roval  Highness  from   Colonel  Clinton,  that  he   feels 

3  Y  2  himself 
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liimself  urf?ed  to  make  this  appeal  to  His  Royal  Highness.     From   the    weighf 
of  the  undertaking,  and  the  exertions  required  in  obtaining  recruits   under  the 
present  circumstances.  Colonel  French    rests  satisfied   His   Royal    Highitess'-s 
goodness  will  atibrd  him  every  aid  consistent  with  justice  to  the  public ;  his  only 
request  indeed  now  is,  that  the  letter  of  service  may  remain  as  was   understood 
by  Colonel  Clinton's  proposals;  one  principal  res-ult   arising   from   the   newly 
iiitroduced  arrangements  mto  the  letter  of  service,  will  be  that  of  placing  Colonel 
French  In  a  capacity  apparently  more  civil  than  military,  by  which  that  species 
Cf  influence  and  conseqaence  is  taken  from  him  which    is    ever    necessary    to 
command  obedience  and  stimulate  evertion ;    besides    Colonel    French   trusts 
His  Rovd  Highness  will  pardon  him  in  expressing,    that   he    cannot    but   feel 
hurt  at  being  placed  in  a  situation  of  such  little  confidence,  as  the  letter  of  ser- 
vice in  its  present  state  assigns  him.     By  this   new  arrangement,    in   the   first 
place,  tlie  "Non-co  Tinilslone  1  Olficc-rs  and  Drummers  are   in   a   manner  taken 
out  of  his  hands,  and  subsisted  I'y  the    Payniastei-s  of  the  recruiting  districts,  in 
which  they  sh.^l-  respect!  sdy  be  stitioned;  His  Royal  Highness  must   be   well 
aware  that  the  Non-commissioned  Officers  and  Drummers  are  to  be  looked  for 
in  various  places  and  in  distant  parts,  that  they  must   frequently    (according  to 
-rircumsaiJces)  be  marching  in  different  directions  and  often    changed,    particu- 
iarly  thl?Cor';--r?-lsto  go  as  privates.     In  i^liort,  the  various  inconveniences   of 
this  plan,  ^'ol-in  I  f'lrfnch  feels  fully  sensible  cannot   but  tend   most  seriously 
lo  cripple  -iii'i  embarrass  the  optptions   of  the    Levy.     In  the   second    place, 
the  allowance  of  th'rle  n  n.uineas   for   each    approved  recruit   is  to   be    paid, 
on  the  appro vtil,  by  the  Paymaster  residing   in    the  district.     Colonel  French 
always  conceived  hims<-df  (and  h^^  hopes  he  will  in  this  meet   the    ideas  of  His 
Royal  Highness)  invested  with  discretionary  powers,  in  order  to  attain  the   end 
-in  view  ;  for  instance,  to  those  who  recruit  in  the  neighbourhood  of  the  Depots, 
the  risk  being  less,  the  Levy  will  lie  so   in  proportion  to  those  at    a  distance, 
•more  than  the  Levy  v/ii]  be  allowed.     In  short,  the  plan  of  Colonel  French  is, 
that  thi<;'f\.ind  should  be  distributed  according  to  the  calculated  risks,  distances, 
and  other,  various  operating  causes  of  the  different  recruiting   piMtit^s.     By  this 
-means  ail  will  have  an  equal  lut-^rf  st  in  carrying  the  Levy  into  effect,  and   the 
-Same  spirit  v.dll  be  exerted  at  the  greatest  distaMc^riPS  nearthe  Depots,     Colonel 
French,  conceiving  himself  indebted  to  His  Royal  Highness  for  the   preference 
given  him  on  this  occasion,  cannot  but   be    highlv   mterested   in  carryin.g  the 
undertakin?  through  in  a  mann'M' to  give  satisfaction   to   His  Royal   Highness; 
,  the  accomn-iof-.ii^n  r;nd  convenience  ofanag-Mitto  otfiters  engaged    in  "so   ex- 
tensive a  plan,  must  be  obvious.     If  what  Colonel  French  here  has  the  honour 
'to  submit  to  Hi3  Royal  Highness  appears    equally  oeccnomical  to  tlv'   public 
pur?e,  though  more  sin.pie;  and  equally  safe  in  every  pohit  of  view,   he  trusts 
(as  it  will  be  so  much  for  the  benefit  of'the  Levy)  His  Royal  Highness   will  fa- 
vourably consider  it ;  the  expence  to  Government  is  the  same,  the  mode  is  only  i 
submitted  to  be  change  d,  I 

By  the  terms  jield  out  by  Colonel  Clinton,  and  accepted,  it  was  understood 
that  an  issue  would  be  grant-d  by  Government  to  the  agent  of  the  corps,  and 
that  the  oounty  to  the  recruits  and  subsistence  to  the  Non-commissioned 
Officers  and  Drummers,  would  be  entrusted  to  the  chiefs  of  the  Levy.  It  is 
submitted,  that  the  risk,  on  the  score  of  the  issue  of  money,  cannot  be  great, 
when  the  accounts  are  to  be  settled  at  the  completion  of  each  500  n\en.  Be- 
sides the  co'umissions  of  Colonel  French  and  Captain  Sandon  are  responsible, 
as  also  the  two  extra  guineas,  which  are  not  to  be  credited  until  the  final  passing 
.of  each  500  men. 

-It  is  therefore  >ubmitted  thai  an  issue  of  money  should  be  granted,  in  the  first 
lO'^tance,  to  enable  the  Levy  to  proceed. 

That  at  the  final  passing  of  each  500  men,  a  full  settlement  with  tlie  public  ii 
to  take  place,  and  the  extra  two  guineas  are  to  be   reserved    until   ?uch    fin 
,  settlement  has  taken  place,  and  further  security  to  he  given  if  thought  necessary.  I 
The  attestations  of  the  Serjeants  and  Drummers,  upon  final  approval,   are  to' 
.  be  transmitted  to  the  War-Office,  and  that  the  Non-conunissioned  Officers  and 
Drummers  are  to  be  subsisted  by  the  chiefs  of  the  Levy. 
TI)at  Uie  cl)ief!5  of  the   Levy,  as  being  responsible  lor  the  payment  of  ^e 

bountiesj 
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bounties  promised  each  recruit,  are  to  be  allowed  to  charge  the  Levy-money, 
i?eing*thirteen  guineas,  in  their  periodical  settlements,  but  are  only  to  be  allowed 
for  such  as  are  certilied  and  approved  by  the  Inspector?  of  the  respective 
Depots,  which  certilicates  are  to  be  produced  as  vouchers  to  their  charges. 

Signed  J.  French,     ' 

Col.  late  102d  foot. 
And  on  the  part  of  Captain  Sandon. 

rCopv^  Inspector  General's  Office, 

^^^  9th  May,  1804. 

If  my  construction  of  the  letter  of  service  granted  to  Colonel  French  be  cor- 
rect, he  misconceives  materially  the  intentions  of  the  Secretary  at  War,  and  has 
no  gi-ounds  for  complaining  of  embarrassments  or  for  demanding  any  pecuniary 
assistance.  The  13  guineas  allowed  for  each  of  his  recruits  are,  I  conceive,  to 
be  paid  to  his  accredited  agents  at  the  different  Depots,  tmfncdiatcli/  upon  the 
recruit's  approval.  The  distribution  of  that  sum  rests  solely  with  Colonel 
French,  the  Inspector  General  having  only  to  be  satisiied  that  the  recruit  re- 
ceives what  he  engages  forj'^^of  course  by  this  n)ode  of  settlement  the  principals 
in  the  Lew  can  be  very  little  in  advance,  and  that  only  for  the  recruits  Jirst 
raised,  as  the  dilference  betw^een  the  thirteen  guineas  and  the  bounty  paid  will 
go  in  aid  of  further  recruiting,  and  of  all  the  branches  of  the  establishment,  and 
this  assistance  it  is  obvious  must  increase  wi*h  the  projects  of  the  Levy. 

If  it  be  intended  to  permit  the  recruiting  parties  to  move  about  at  pleasure 
without  the  knowledge  or  concurrence  of  the  Inspecting  Field  Officers  of  re- 
cruiting districts,  then  indeed  Colonel  French  has,  some  cause  to  object  to  the 
mode  of  paving  his  Non-commissioned  Officers  pohited  out  by  the  \^  ar-Of- 
fice  ;  but  as^io  such  intention  is  supposed  to  exist,  and  that  the  same  restric- 
tions which  it  was  judged  expedient  to  put  upon  the  late  Levy  raised  by  Capt. 
Nugent,  will  apply  equally  to  this,  no  inconvenience  can  arise  from  the'' pay- 
ment proposed,  more  particularly  as  the  payment  of  recruiting  parties  always 
takes  place  a  month  in  advance  ;  but  the  detail  of  this,  as  well  :r;  other  matters, 
will  be  given  to  Colonel  French  whenever  he  reports  h:n;self  to  you. 

(Signed)  G.  H. 

CoL  Clinton. 


(Circular)  (Enclosure  4. — No.  3.) 

Sir,  Army  Depot,  14th  June,  1804. 

I  am  directed  by  the  Inspector  General  to  transmit  herewith  copies  of  letters 
from  Colonel  Clinton  and  Francis  Moore,  Esq.  respecting  the  intermediate 
approval  of  the  Non-commissioned  Officers  and  Dmrnmers  of  Colonel  French's 
Levy,  and  to  desire  you  will  pay  every  attention  thereto. 

I  have  the  honour  tQ  be,  Sir, 

Your  most  obedient  humble  Servant, 
Colonel  Taylor,  (Signed)  J.  J.  Barlow. 

Dt'putif  Inspector  General  of  the  Lt.  Col.  D.  I.  G. 

Recruiting  Ser'cice,  Dublin. 

(Copy.)  -  ,  '     . 

Sir,  Horse  Guards,  11th  June,  1804. 

I  am  directed  by  the  Commander  in  Chief,  to  transmit  you  the  enclosed 
copy  of  a  letter  from  the  Deputy  Secretary  at  War  on  the  suljject  of  inspecting 
the  Non-commissioned  Officers  and  Drummers  of  Colonel  French's  Levy ; 
and  as  His  Royal  Highness  concurs  in  opinion  with  the  Secretary  at  War,  as  to 
the  propriety  of  an  early  inspection  of  these  men.  His  Royal  Highness  desires 
that  you  will  be  pleased  to  give  the  necessary  directions  accordingly,  commu- 
nicating at  the  same  time  to  Colonel  French  the  Commander  in  Chief's  plea- 
sure on  this  head.  I  have  the  honour  to  be,  Sir, 

Your  most  obedient  humble  Seavant, 

lieut.  General  Heivitt,  (Signed)  W.  H.  Clinton. 


S^c,  4'c.  Sj'c. 


(Copy) 
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(Cm)  ^   ' 

Sir  War-Office,  9th  June,  1804. 

In  ans^ter  to  your  letter  of  the  31st  ultimo,'  I  am  directed  to  submit,  for  thft 
consideration  of  H.  R.  H.  the  Commander  in  Chief,  that,  as  according  to  the 
present  recruiting  system,  recruits  are  to  be  brought  before  the  In- 
specting Field  Oltlcers  in  the  several  districts,  for  approval,  within  as  short 
a  time  as  possible  after  their  attestment,  the  Secretary  at  War  thinks  it 
highly  proper  that  the  same  rule  should  be  extended  to  the  persons  appointed 
Non-Gommissioned  Ofticers  and  prummers  in  Colonel  French's  Levy,  and 
that  they  should  be  produced  for  inspection  within  one  month  of  the  dates  of 
their  attestations,  in  which  case,  if  approved,  Mr.  Dundas  would  not  object  to 
allow  them  back-pay.  I  have,  &c.  &c.  &c. 

Coloiitl  Clinton,  (Signed)  F.  Moore. 

4'^'  4'^*-  ^^^'' 


(Enclosure  5. — No.  4.)     ' 
FORM  of  Certificate  given  by  men  inlisted  for  Colonel  French's  Levy, 

I  do  acknowledge  that  I  have  inlisted  in  Colonel 

French's  Levy,  for  General  Service,  for  the  county  of 

Pounds  Shillings  and  Pence ;  and  that 

I  have  received  the  whole  of  this  bounty  according  to  my  agreement,  except 
the  sum  of  two  Pounds  live  ShilUngs  and  Sixpence,  which  is  to  be  re.served  for 
the  purpose  of  supplying  me  with  necessaries  on  joining  such  battalion  as  I 
shall  be  appointed  to,  on  my  arrival  at  the  Army  Depot  in  the  Isle  of  Wight. 
Dated  this  day  of  180. 

Witness. 


(Copy)        '  (Enclosure  6.— No.  5) 

Sir, 

I  beg  leave  to  lay  before  you  the  following  case,  and  make  no  doubt  you 
will  have  the  goodness  to  enquire  into  it.  A  boy  of  the  name  of  Christopher 
Lanheran,  inlisted  with  a  party  under  the  command  of  Captahi  Adam  Robin- 
son ;  he  was  brought  to  me  to  be  attested  on  the  1 1th  instant ;  two  days  after 
being  inlisted,  he  refused  to  attest,  w  ishing  to  be  set  at  liberty  ;  his  friends 
lodged  the  smart  money  with  me,  and  returned  the  inlisting  money  as  directed 
hy  the  recruiting  act,  and  I  sent  the  boy  home  to  his  friends. 

On  Monday  last  the  24th  instant,  Captain  Robinson  sent  his  party  and  took 
the  boy  into  custody,  and  has  forwarded  him  to  Dublin,  his  friends  inform  me, 
without  his  consent  or  approbation ;  if  on  enquiry  you  find  the  above  statement 
correct,  you  will  please  to  order  the  boy  to  be  set  at  liberty  ;  on  the  other 
hand,  should  it  appear  that  the  boy  is  willing  to  serve  His  Majesty,  then  I  will 
return  the  smart  money  to  his  friends. 

I  liave  the  honour  to  be, 

Armagh,  September  27th,  1804.  &c.  &c.  &c. 

James  Iles,  Sovereign. 

(Enclosure  7. — No.  6.) 
Memorandum : 

Copy  of  an  ORDER  from  the  Inspector  General,  being  a  transcript 
from  one  received  from  the  Horse  Guards, 

Horse  Guards,  10th  November,  1804, 
'-'  His  Royal  Highness  has  been  pleased  to  approve  of  the  standard  for  Colo- 
**  nel  French's  Levy  being  lowered  to  five  feet  four  inches  for  men,  and  five 
'*  feet  three  inches  for  lads,  but  no  alteration  is  to  take  place  as  to  the  age  of 
*'  recruits,  nor  any  in  the  standard  for  boys  inlisted  by  hun." 

Sir,  Horse  Guards,  22d  November,  1804,  ^ 

"  By  direction  of  the  Commander  in  Chief,  I  have  the  honour  to  transmit 

*'  herewith,  a  representation  from  Colonel  French,  and  to  acquaint  you,  that  in 

*'  consequence  of  what  is  therein  stated.  His  Royal  Highness  has  been  pleased 

'/  to  approve  of  the  limitation  wath  respect  to  the' age  of  men  inlisted  for  this 

»  *  Levy. 


543 

*♦  Levy,  being  extended  to  thirty-five  years,  which  you  will  be  pleased  to  com' 
**  municate  to  the  Iiispectino^  Field  Officers  accordingly. 

**  With  respect  to  the  standard  of  boys  inlisted  tor  this  Levy,  His  Royal 
"  Highness  does  not  approve  of  any  alteration  taking  place." 

Major  Gen. jmtelockc,  (Signed)  J.W.Gordon. 

4'<-"'  4rf.  ^'c. 

Sir,  Army  Depot,  Isle  of  Wight,  26th  November,  1804. 

I  am  directed  by  the  Inspector  General  to  transmit,  for  your  information 
and  guidance,  the  enclosed  copy  of  a  letter  from  Lieut.  Colonel  Gordon,  stat- 
ing, that  His  Royal  Highness  the  Commander  in  Chief  has  been  pleased  to 
approve  of  the  age  of  men  enlisted  fof  Colonel  French's  Levy  being  extended 
to  3  J  years  of  age  ;  you  will  be  pleased  to  communicate  the  above  to  the  I  F  O 
under  your  orders.   '  (Signed)  J.  J.  Barlow.  '   *    *     ' 

Br,  General  Taylor,  Lt.  Col.  D.  I.  Q. 

Sfc.  d;c.  4c-  DLiblin. 


(Copy)  (Enclosure  8.— No.  7.) 

Memorandum  from  Lieut.  Colonel  Gordon  to  Maior  C^eneral  Whi<p 
locke,  dated  29th  Oct.  1804. 
Colonel  French,  by  his  letter  of  service,  is  entitled  to  90  Serjeants,  OO  Cor- 
porals, and  60  Drummers,  and  should  of  course  be  allowed  to  appoint  them 

I.W.G 
(Copy)^ 

Colonel  Barton  29th  D-c 

Will  you  make  the  necessary  communication  to  B.  Gen.  Taylor  aiL  Colo- 
nel French.  ''  A    R 

(Copy)  •  '  London,  Cecil-street  Coftee-house,  Strand 

-_     >^r»,  Dec.  18th,  1804.  ' 

Havmg  done  myself  the  honour  (for  the  purpose  of  paving  my  respects  t« 
vou)  of  callmg  at  your  office  a  few  days  ago,  I  was  recoi'nmended  by  Maior 
Browne  to  state  upon  paper,  lor  your  consideration,  those  points,  in  the  letter 
of  service  granted  to  Captain  Sandon  and  me,  upon  which  the  Deputy  In 
spector  General  ui  Ireland  and  I  form  different  constructions  One  of  the 
chief  points  in  which  I  conceive  the  Deputy  Inspector  has  misapprehended  the 
terms  of  tlie  letter  of  service,  is  that  which  relates  to  the  distribution  of  the 
Non-commissioned  Officers.  On  this  subject  I  had  a  correspondence  with  him 
some  months  ago  (for  as  early  as  in  August  last  1  was  directed  by  him  not  to 
recruit  any  more  Serjeants  whatever,  though  the  Levy  had  then  but  about  ^6  in 
Ireland,  and  still  fewer  in  England  and  Scotland)  and  a  reference  was  made  on 
the  occasion  by  each  party  to  Lieut.  General  Hewitt.  I  had  not  the  honour  of 
an  answer  from  the  Inspector  General ;  but,  from  what  Brigadier  General  Tay 
lor  expressed  to  me  afterwards,  previous  to  my  leaving  Ireland,  I  conceived  4 
was  satished  with  the  correctness  of  my  construction,  and  I  hoped  at  length  the 
Levy,  on  that  head  at  least,  though  so  very  late,  would  receive  no  fartfier  im- 


to  take  the  trouble  of  looking  over  this  letter  of  service,  I  feel  fully  confident 
you  will  be  satisfied  B.  Gen.  Taylor  has  not  maturely  considered/or  at  lea.f 
has  misconceived   the  terms  of  it.     Not  to  hitrude  too  much  upon  your  time 
Ishidl   ake  tlji.  hberty  merely  to  state,  that  the  letter  of  service  allows  75 
Recruiting  Officers  and  ninety  Serjeants,  the  proportion  therefore  is    that  <2" 
mne  Serjeants  to  each  Officer.     Seven  Recruiting  Officers  are  stationed  in    rf 
land,  of  course  therefore,  by  this  calculation,  there  should  be  63  Serjeants  in 
Ireland.     Upon  what  data  the  Deputy  Inspector  General  founds  his  concl 
sion  1  am  at  a  loss  to  conjecture,  unless  it  is  from  the   circumstance  of  mv  hiv 
ing  mformed  Lieut.  Col.  Williamson,  at  the  commencement  of  the  Lev/  thnt 
I  should  require  45  Serjeants'  suits  of  clothing,  &c.  for  Ireland,  whicIi'*Bri' 
Jj^en.  laylor  was  directed  to  supply  me  with.     My  original  intention  was    f^ 
have  employed  in  Ireland  only  five'officers  and  45^Serj?ants,  hTZy\hoAy 

after 
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-Ml  (for  vrtlt  considered  reasons)  this  plan  was  changod    and  seven  Officer.? 
wfre  Placed  on  that  service  ^vho  ^vere  duly  notified  to  the  Inspector  General,  • 
^fd  are  tliere  now)  of  course  more  Non-commissionecl  Ofiicers  became  neces- 
farv    and  I 'vrTe  to  my  colleague,  Captain  Sa^  in  London   and  the  Resi- 

dent  Officer  in  Scotland,  to  send  over  additional  clothing  which  was  done  1 
have  no  doubt  on  my  mind  but  it  will  appear  to  you,  that  the  terms  of  the  letter 
of  service  do  not  by  any  means  assign  any  stated  proportion  of  ^on-eommis- 
sioned  Officer  to  Jny  particular  pa?t  or  district  of  the  United  Empire  ;  but 
Ztthisp^^^^  discretion  of  the  chiefs  ot   the  Levy    under  the 

u.ull  Sections  of  the  i^eneral  recruiting  instructions,  as  far  as  they  apply. 
TheL  number  is  limited,  the  means  of  every  undertaking  s^iould  be  adequate 
to  the  end.  Ninety  Serjeants  were  judged  nfessai-y  for  this  Levy,  and  the 
proportion  for  Ireland ;  by  far  the  major  part  has  hi  herto  been  suspended  by 
SirOen  Taylor,  to  the  almost  incalculable  injury  of  the  undertaking.  These 
chc^uin^.S;ces  Y  h^d  the  honour,  months  ago,  forcibly  to  state  to  him.  _ 

On  my  arrival  in  Ireland,  in  June  last,  various  persons  offered   heir  services 
to Vecruit  forme-  among  others  were  the  offers  ot   Mr.  John  O'lleiley,  late 
Lieu  .  In  the  60th  fo"     'as  I  knew  this  gentleman  to  have  been  an  active  re- 
cruhU  officer,  and  to  have  considerable  influence  in  his  country   it  was  natural 
1  sho'-id  -.vish  f^r  his  services.   Other  Levies,  as  at  presen  ,  were  then  recrui  ing 
in  Ireland,  and- 1  informed  myself  how  they  acted  on  such  occasions,  and  found 
they  employ''^  various  persons  to  recruit,  who  sent  ^onvard  tneir  nien  through 
th^  mediuvf  of  the  officer  of  the  Levy  recruiting  m  the  district.     Mr.  O  Rel- 
ief in  or  .er  to  qualify  himself,  consented  to  be  attested,  which  was  done  mmy 
p.V^V;  which  circumstance,  by  him,  when  called  upon,  v<^as  explamea  to 
lricr.^l^dor,  who  has  likewise  seen  his  attestation.     Essential  service  has  been 
derr^ec-Io  the  Levy  from  this  person,  he  was  under  the  charge  of  ^^^f^^^^^^ 
the  LevT,  Quarter-master  Short,  in  the  Athlone  District.     Bng.  Gen.  Tajlor 
has  deprived  this  man  of  his  beating  order,  while  other  Persons  under  similar 
circumstances,- recruiting  for  other  Levies,  ^^^/f  «^^f  \^^  ^^^^    l^^,  ,,",*^ 
drew  no  pay  from  the  public,  and  was  therefore  not  "^.^1^;^^^^  ^^^^  ^e  i^)  -1,^  ^     i 
like  manner  as  others  Recruiting  for  the  other  Levies.     As  the  otne    Le  les  did 
not  report  persons  of  this  description,  I  followed  the  same  rule  ;  but  if  the  De- 
puty Inspector  wishes  such  to  be  reported  to  him  as  regularly  as  those  included 
Fn  tL  pS^^  and  upon  the  strength  of  tlie  Levy,  it  can  be  done.     I  need  not 
meiS:ion  to  yot ,  Sir,  that  one  active  recruiter  is  frequently  of  more  service  than 
half  a  dozen' others,' and  Mr.  O^Reiley  is  tj^at  sort  of  man;  ^^^^er  ^^[.^^h^^ 
cumstances  I  trust  it  will  appear  to  you,  and  to  the  Deputy  I^^^H^^^oi  General  in 
Ireland,  that  I  studied  the  good  of  the  service  in  employing  Mi.  O  Reiley,  and 
I  hope  he  may  be  continue'?!.     Your  having  the  goodness  to  communicate  your 
sen?iLnts  oiAhe  points  here  laid  befoi-e  you,  must  tend  ";^^f ^,^  Jf .^^^^ 
do  away  the  heavy  impediments  this  Levy  4as  had  to  contend  with  in  Ireland, 
wliich,  if  continued,  must  prove  fatal  to  its  success. 

I  have,  &c.  &c.  &c.  ^  ,       i 

General  IVhitclocke,  (Signed)  J.  French,  Colonel.    . 

SfC.  Sfc.  Sfc. 


(Copy)  (Enclosure  9  "-No  8.) 

Inspector-General's  Office,  54  Spring  Gardens, 

-    Sir,  May  i22d,  1804. 

I  am  directed  by  Lieutenant  General  Hewitt  to  acquaint  you,  that  a  Colonel 
French  his  en^raqed  with  Government  to  raise  a  certain  number  ot  men,  ana, 
as  he  proposes,^  t6  send  to  or  raise  in  Ireland  45  Serjeants,  45  Corporals,  ana  ^«^ 


Drummers.  .  ^,  .  „  _..„ 

The  General  desires  they  n^.av  be  clothed  from  the  reserve  clothing  y«"  ^^y. 
have  in  store,  but  if  you  iiav-  not  sutficient,  to  direct  clothing  to  be  macie  up, 
viz.  for  each  Serjeant,  Cornoral,  and  Drummer,  a  cap  and  P^^";^^' J.^Vrli 
waistcoat,  breeches,  and  long  graters.  The  jackets  of  the  ^^^^-'^f  ^V'^n  wW^ 
porals  to  have  bright  yellow  cuffs  and  capes,  the  usual  lace,  and  plam  whii^r 

buttons.  y^^y 
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For  Colonel  French's  parties  in  England,  reserve  clothing  has  been  issued 
for  the  Drummers  witliout  any  alteration. 

(Signed)        Geo,  Williamson, 
Colonel  Tmjlor,  Superint.  of  Clothing  R.  A.  of  Reserve, 

4'c.  &fc.  4'c. 


(Enclosure  10. — No  9.) 

Extract  of  a  LETTER  front  Brig.  General  Taylor  to  the  Inspector 
General;  dated  Dublin,  15th  Nov.  1804. 

**  Enclosed  is  a, Beating  Order  issued  by  Colonel  French,  to  a  person  of  the 
name  of  John  O'RicUy,  which  I  have  been  under  the  necessity  of  withdraw- 
ing, in  consequence  of  the  engagements  with  the  recruits  brought  forward  as 
Corporals  being  contrary  to  the  instructions,  inasmuch  as  holding  out  to  them 
that  when  they  are  to  be  dnTfted,  they  are  to  go  as  Corporals  instead  of  pri- 
vates, whereby  the)^  are  induced  to  inlist  for  5,  6,  or  8  guineas,  instead^ of 
what  they  would  have  tcwigree  for  as  privates.  But  exclusive  of  this  r»?asan  for 
stopping  this  man's  recruiting,  it  doe:j  not  appear  that  he  is  on  the  returns  or 
books  of  Colonel  French,  neither  does  any  officer  belonging  to  hi^  Levy  in 
Dublin,  or  >his  clerk,  know  that  he  is  attested,  although  ne  says  that  he  has 
been  enlisted  by-  Colonel  French,  kndthat  he  was  formerlv  a  Lieutenant  ii^th^ 
4th  Battalion  of  the  60th  regiment." 


/  No.  18. 

(One  Enclosure.) 
Copy  of  a  Letter  from  Colonel  Gordon  to  Mr.  Kirkman, 

Sir,  Horse  Guards,  f?Oth  February,   1805. 

I  have  received  and  laid  before  the  Commander  in  Chief  your  le'tter  of  the 
8th  instant,  transmitting,  by  direction  of  Lieutenant-General  Lord  Cathcait, 
Brigadier-General  Taylor's  report,  with  the  accompanying  papers  relative' to  the 
c?omplaint  preferred  by  Colonel  French  against  the  Brigadier-General ;  and  I 
am  connnandedto  communicate  to  you,  for  the  information  of  Lieutenant  Ge- 
neral Lord  Cathcart,  that  the  explanation  of  the  Brigadier-General  is  satisfac- 
tory, in  as  far  as  it  clearly  proves  that  the  motives  from  which  he  acted  were  a 
laudable  zeal  for  His  Majesty's  service,  and  an  anxious  desire  to  discharge 
faithfully  the  duties  of  his  oitice ;  but  it  certainly  appears  that  a  premature 
judgment  had  been  formed  on  the  probable  success  of  the  exertions  of  Colonel 
French,  and  that  the  terms  of  that  officer's  letter  of  service  were  not  allowed 
him.  I  am  further  commanded  to  transmit  to  you  a  copy  of  a  letter  wliich  the 
Commander  in  Chief  has  instructed  the  Inspector-General  to  write  to  Colonel 
French;  and  should  it  hereafter  appear,  that  with  every  reasonable  facility  Co- 
lonel French  should  fail  in  theengagement  he  has  undertaken,  it  is  the  inten- 
tion of  His  ."^  jyal  Highness  to  coiTimunicate  to  that  officer^hat  his  Levy  shall 
be  discontinued. 

I  have,  &c. 
J.  Kirkman,  Esq.  (Sigued)       J.  W.  Gordok. 

Sfc.  ^'c.  4'C. 

(Enclosure. )- 
(Copy> 

'    Inspector-General's  Office,  London,  2d  Feb.  1805. 

[Partly  to  be  returned  to  Mr.  Digit  on. 1 

Sir, 

The  Commander  in  Cliief  having  observed  the  very  little  progress  that  has 

been  made  in  the  recruiting  of  the  Levy  under  your  command,  and  having 

taken  into  his  consideration  the  very  great  expense  incurred  for  the  pay  ajid 

>-ubsistence  of  the  Officers  and  Non-com)ii:3sioned  employed  upoiithat  service, 

I  am   commnded  to    acquaint  you,  that,  unless  a  very  coiTsiderable  incre-as'e 

^lall  take  place    in  the  auniber*  recTiiited  prior  to  the  Ist  of  April  flext,  His 

-N'o.^.  -         3z  Rcyal 
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Roj-al  JJighnes*  will  feel  himself  under  the  necessity  of  recommending  to  Hi* 
Majesty  to  discontinue  a  Le^'^  so  unproductive. 

I  have,  &c. 
Colonel  French,  (Signed)    John  Whitelocke. 

(Vc.  S^'C.  SfC.  Inspector  General. 


No.   19. 

M.  Gen.  Whitelocke. 
(Agreed  to.) 
Sir,  Army  Depot,  1 4th  April,   1805. 

In  addition  to  a  return  of  the  progress  made  in  the  recruiting  of  the  Levy 
under  the  direction  of  Colonel  French  and  Captain  ISandon  to  the  24th  Januarj' 
last,  I  have  now  the  honour  to  transmit  a  return  of  its  increase  since  that  period; 
and  considering  the  vTsry  great  expence  incurred  for  the  subsistence  of  the  Offi- 
cers and  Non-commissioned  Ofiicers  employed  on  this  service,  as  well  as  the 
disgraceful  conduct  of  the  latter,  as  represented  in  the  enclosed  letter  from  the 
Inspecting  Field  Officer  of  the  London  district,  I  feel  it  my  duty  to  submit  to 
the  consideration  of  His  Royal  Highness  the  Commander  in  Chief  the  pro- 
priety of  discontinuing  a  Levy  so  bu'rthensome  in  point  of  expence  to  the  pub- 
lic, and  so  very  unproductive  in  its  effect. 

1  have  the  honour  ta  be, 
^      Sir, 
Your  most  obedient  humble  Servant, 

Jno.  Whitelocke, 

Inr.  Geiil. 


bieut.  Col.  Gordon, 

SfC.    S^'C.    ^'C: 


Horse  Guards. 

P.  S.  His  Royal  Highness  will  recollect  having 
commandedme  tocommunieate  to  Colonel  French, 
that  unless  a  very  considerable  increase  should 
take  place  in  the  numbers  recruited  for  this  Levy 
by  the  first  April  (Instant),  His  Royal  Highness 
would  feel  himself  under  the  necessity  of  recom- 
mending to  His  Majesty  its  disconthmance. 

(Enclosure  L) 
Increase  of  Colonel  French's  Levy  since  Return  transmitted  24th  Jan.  1805-, 

Army  Depot,  13th  April,  1B05. 
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.  "N.  B.  By  letter  of  service,   dated  SOih  April,   1804,  this  Levy  was  to  tiave 
juiised  0,000  mfcjn  within  13  months,  and  it  has   only  produced  219  in  twelve 


fnoT^ths 


J.  Whitelocke, 


l.Genl. 
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(Enclosure  2.) 
Sir,  12,  King's  Row,  April  1  Uh,  1805. 

I  am  uikUt  a  necessity  of  making-a  formal  complaint  against  the  \vliole  of  the 
temporary  Serjeants  of  Colonel  French's  Levy,  their  conduct  is  in  every  re- 
spect so  infamous  and  disgraceful  to  the  service',  that  I  cannot  too  strongly  urge 
their  being  discharged,  o^  at  least  sent  out  of  the  London  district.  In  addi- 
tion to  a  variety  of  crimes  and  irregularities,  they  are  now  busily  employed  in 
crimping  for  other  corps,  and  most  particularly  for  the  additional  force  ;  the 
imposition-;  daily  practised  by  them  upon  the  public  call  loudly  for  redress,  and 
I  believe  the  severest  punishment  that  could  be  at  present  inflicted  ou  them, 
would  be,  depriving  them  of  the  pay  and  emoluments  of  Serjeants. 

I  have  the  honour  to  be, 
Sir, 
Your  obedient  humble  Servant, 
The  Inspector  General  of  the  F,  P.  Robik&on, 

Recruiting  Se7"vice.  -  I.  r .  O. 


No.  20.  \ 

Copy  of  a  letter  from  the  Commander  in  Chief  to  the  Secretary  at    War. 
Sir,  Horse  Guards,  l6th  April,  1803. 

As  it  appears  bv  the  returns  of  Coloi>el  French  and  Captain  Sandon's  joint 
Levy,  that  it  is  not  by  any  means  so  prodifctive  as  might  have  been  expected  ; 
and  as  the -Inspector-General  of  the  recruitiug  service  has  represented  tliattht; 
*-onduct  of  the  Avhole  of  the  temporary  StTJeants  of  that  Levy,  now  in  the  Lon- 
don district,  is  highly  improper  and  detrimental  to  the  service,  I  have  recom- 
mended to  His  Majesty,  and  His  Majesty  has  been  graciously  pleased  to 
approve  of  this  Levy  being  forthw  ith  discontinued,  agreeable  to  a  clause  in  the 
letter  of  service  to  that  effect,  and  1  have  therefore  to  request  that  the  necessary 
information  may  be  given  to  Colonel  French  and  Ciiptain  Sandon  accord- 
ingly. 

1  have  ordered  communications  to  be  made  to  the  Commander  of  tlie  Forces 
in  Ireland,  and  to  the  Inspector-General  of  the  recruiting  service,  on  the 
subject.  I  ^""'j  ^c. 

TheRight  Honourable  the  -  (Signed)  '   FREDERIC|iC, 

Secretarij  at  ffar, 
S^c.  4'C.  ^'C. 


No.  21. 
C.  L. 

H.  R.  H.  cannot  c:lve  ani/ further  encouragement  to  the  prosecution  of  a  Levy 
ColonerFrench  and  Captain  Sandon  beg  leave  to  submit  to  the  con- 
Khich  has  turned  out  so  unprofitable  to  the  Public  Service. 

sideration  of  Kis  Royal  Highness  the  Commander  in  Chief,  the  follow^ 
incT  modifications  and  alterations  to  take  place  in  their  lett»-r  of  service. 
They  shall  not  trouble  His  Royal  Highness  with  details  of  difficulties 
they  have  had  to  encounter,  and  of  losses  and  heavy  expences  sustained, 
nor  with  statements  to  Drove  that  their  exertions  have  by  no  means  been 
deficient.     Thev  mei'ely  beer  to  observe,  that  there  are  at  present  about 
forty  recruiting  parlies  of  the  Line  in  Ireland,  who  send  their  recruits  to 
the  'Dublin  Depot.     These  parties  are,  of  course,  composed  of  forty  of- 
ficers, &c.  and  these  parties,  they  are  v^ell  informed,  do  not  in  tne  ag- 
gregate send  forward  more  than  between   forty   and  fifty  recruits  per 
month,  whereas  their  Lew,   with  only  seven  recruiting  officers,  inthit 
months  of  February  and  March  last,  tinally  passed  eighty  recruits.     1  he 
same  holds  good  with  respect  to  Scotland,  and  they  n^iy  venture  to  say 
equally  so  in  England.     Ihey  trust  His  Royal  Highness  will  have  the 
goodness  to  excuse  these  fev.- remarks.  .    t- 

One  important  difficulty  wliich  they  have  had  to  encounter  m  Eng- 
land they  trust  will  have  its  weight  with  His  Royal  Highness.  It  has 
not  been' in  their  power,  to  this. day,  by  any  means  yet  essayed,  to  obtain 

3  z  2  one 
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one  sixpence  of  the  Levy  Money  (nineteen  guineas  per  man)  of  eighty- 
five  recruits  finally  passed  at  the'  Isle  of  Wight:  the  weight  of  so  heavy 
and  accumulating  a  sum  could  not  but  embarrass  and  cripple  their 
exertions. 

As  they  conceive  the  chief  objection  which  has  been  ascribed  io  their 
Levy  to  be  its  extensive  establishment  and  consequent  expense,  to  ob- 
viate altogether  such  objection,  they  have  the  honour  to  submit  the  en- 
closed modifications  and  alterations",  and  hope  His  Royal  Highness  will 
be  pleased  to  allow  them  to  continue  their  exertions  for  such  ful-ther  term 
as  His  Royal  Highness  may  think  proper ;  and  they  feel  confident  in 
such  case  that  their  Levy  will  prove  highly  beneficial  to  the  recruiting 
service,  at  the  same  time  that  its  establishment  will  be  founded  upon  the 
most  ceconomical  principles. 

J.  French, 
.  Colonel. 

.  London,  H.  Sandon, 

Cecil-street  Co  fee-House,  Strand,  Captain 

Apr i'l  20,  1805. 

Modifications  and    Alterations  proposed   for  Colonel  French's   and 
^  Captain  Sandon's  Levy. 

Cojonel  French  and  Captain  Sandon  having  found  by  experience,  that  a  ereat 
part  of  the  officers  attached  to  their  Levy,  instead  of^exerting  themselves  in  re-^ 
cruiting,  appear  rather  to  have  conceived  their  ends  attained  by  obtaining  full 
pay,  they  propose  that  other  persons  may  be  employed  under  a  different  im- 
pression, with  temporaiy  rank  in  the  army,  in  the  same  manner  as  was  allowed 
m  Captam  Nugent's  late  Levy.     These  perons  will  draw  no  pay  from  Govern- 

It  is  therefore  submitted  that  five  officers  (whose  names  are  below  mentioned) 
be  struck  off  trom  the  Levy,  and  revert  to  their  half-pay.     "  ^^^nt.onea^ 

^  Jhat  the  ninety  Serjeants,  allowed  by  the  letter  of  service,  be  reduced  toforty- 

That  the  Corporals,  instead  of  ninety,  are  to  consist  of  forty-five. 
That  the  Drummers,  instead  of  sixty,  are  to  consist  of  thirty. 

The  Serjeants,  &c.  to  be  discontinued,  will  be  selected  by  Colonel  French 
and  Captain  Sandon,  and  their  names  delivered  in  at  the  respective  Depots  bv 
the  resident  officers  in  order  Ihat  such  as  are  permanent  may  be  draftecf  anree- 
ably  to  the  letter  of  service,  and  the  limited  ones  discharged.  ^ 

As  the  Line  are  instructed  to  take  boys  at  five  feet,  it  is  submitted  to  His  Royal 

^meSard.    "  ^''''  '^^^"''  '^  ''''  ''''''  ^^  service  may  be  taken  at7h^ 

J.  French, 

^^^don.  H   S4vnnv.     ^''^''"'^' 

Cecilstrcet  Coffee-House,  Strand,  ^ando.n, 

April  20,  n05,  .     ^'*P^^"it 

Oflficers  proposed  to  be  struck  off  the  Levy:  — 

Captain  Collett. 
Lieutenant  Bowers. 
Ensign  Wood. 
Adjutant  Dickson. 
Quarter-Master  Short. 


No.  22. 

Copy  of  a  letter  from  Colonel  Gordon  to  Colonel  French  and  Captain  Sandon 

Gentlemen  Horse  Guards,  28th  April,  1805.    ' 

Having  laid  before  the  Commander  in  Chief  your  memorandum  of  the    ^o^V 

mstont  propcu^s  certam  alterations  in  your  lette?  of  service  I  1"  commanded 
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one  sixpence  of  the  Levy  Money  (nineteen  guineas  per  man)  of  eighty, 
five  recruits  finally  passed  at  the  Isle  of  Wight:  the  weight  of  so  heavy 
and  accumulating  a  sum  could  not  but  embarrass  and  cripple  their 
exertions. 

As  they  conceive  the  chief  objection  which  has  been  ascribed  to  their 
Levy  to  be  its  extensive  establishment  and  consequent  expense,  to  ob- 
viate altogether  such  objection,  they  have  the  honour  to  submit  the  en- 
closed modifications  and  alterations,  and  hope  His  Royid  Highness  will 
be  pleased  to  allow  them  to  continue  their  exertions  for  such  further  term 
as  His  Royal  Highness  may  think  proper ;  and.  they  feel  confident  in 
such  case  that  their  Levy  will  prove  highly  beneficial  to  the  recruiting 
service,  at  the  same  time  that  its  establishment  will  be  founded  upon  the 
most  oeconomical  principles. 

J.  Frentch, 

Colonel. 
London,  H.  Sandon, 

Cecil-street  Coffte-Homey  Strand,  Captain. 

April  20,  1805. 

MpDincATioNs  and   Alterations  proposed  for  Colonel  French's  and 

Captain  Sandon's  Levy. 

Colonel  Frenc^  and  Captain  Sandon  having  found  by  experience,  that  a  great 
part  of  the  officers  attached  to  their  Levy,  instead  of  ^exerting  themselves  in  re- 
cruiting, appear  rather  to  have  conceived  their  ends  attained  by  obtaining  full 
pay,  they  propose  that  other  persons  may  be  employed  under  a  different  im- 
pression, with  temporaiy  rank  in  the  army,  in  the  same  manner  as  was  allowed 
m  Captain  Nugent's  lat«  Levy,  These  perons  will  draw  no  pay  from  Govern- 
ment.       '  '  ' 

It  is  therefore  submitted  that  five  officers  (whose  names  are  below  mentioned-^ 
be  struck  off  from  the  Levy,  and  revert  to  their  half-pay. 

That  the  ninety  Serjeants,  allowed  by  the  letter  of  service,  be  reduced  toforty- 
five. 

That  the  Corporals,  instead  of  ninety,  are  to  consist  of  forty-five. 

That  the  Drummers,  instead  of  sixty,  are  to  consist  of  thirty. 

The  Seijeants,  &c.  to  be  discontinued,  will  be  selected  by  Colonel  French 
and  Captain  Sandon,  and  their  names  delivered  in  at  the  respective  Depots  by 
the  resident  officers,  in  order  Ihat  such  as  are  permanent  may  be  drafted,  agree- 
ably to  the  letter  of  service,  and  the  limited  ones  discharged. 

As  the  Line  are  instructed  to  take  boys  at  five  feet,  it  is  submitted  to  His  Roya| 
Highness,  that  the  boys  allowed  by  the  letter  of  service  may  be  taken  at  the 
same  standard, 

J.  French, 

Colonel, 
London^  '  H.  Sando:^^, 

Cecil-street  Co  fee-House,  Strand,    .  •  Captain. 

April  90,  1805.  •     •        •     * 

Officers  proposed  to  be  struck  oif  the  Levy:—  ' 

Captain  Collett. 
Lieutenant  Bowers. 
Ensign  Wood. 
Adjutant  Dickson. 
Quarter-Master  Sliort. 


No.  22, 
Copy  of  a  letter  from  Colonel  Gordon  to  Colonel  French  and  Captain  Sandor*, 
Gentlemen,  Horse  Guards,  28th  April,  1805. 

Having  laid  before  the  Commander  m  Chief  your  memorandum  of  the    20th 
instant  proposijig  certain  alterations  in  your  letter  of  service,  I   am   commanded 

to 
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Ho  inform  you  that  His  Royal  Highness  cannot  give  any  further  encouragement 
to  the  prosecution  of  a  Levy  which  Iws  turned  out  so  unproductive  to  the  ser- 
vice, and  for  discontinuing  of  which  orders  have  already  being  given. 

I  am,  &c. 
Colonel  French  and  Captain  Sandon.  (Signed)  J.  W,  Goiudon. 


No.  23. 

Anriy  Depot,  6th  February,  1809. 
Dear  Colonel, 
I  was  not  enabled  to  make  3'oy  an  accurate  return  of  Colonel  French's 
Levy,  without  detailing  them  in  the  first  instance  by  name,  and  now  inclose  it, 
which  includes  every  man  who  has  arrived  at  the  Army  Depot;  but  thmking  it 
likely  that  a  return  of  numbers  may  answer  your  purpose,  I  also  inclose  it,  ia 
which  I  liave  mentioned  how  the  whole  have  been  Tiisposed  of. 

I  have  the  honour  to  be. 
Dear  Colonel, 

Your*s  most  faithfully, 
Lt. -Colonel  Gordon^  .        Jas.  Taylor,  B.  G. 

4c-  4'C-  4'<^-  Com. 

Horse  Guards. 

(Enclosure.!.) 

EETURN  of  MEN  sent  to  the  Army  Depot  by  Colonel  French,  and  how 

disposed  of.  , 

6th  February  1809. 


Nol. 


75 
14 

O 

4 
04 
19 

5 
13 


How  disposed  of. 


Attached  to  Regiments  of  the  Line 

-  -    -  '-  West  India  Corps. 

-  -     -    -  R.  Barrack  Artificers. 

-  -     -    -  Garrison  and  Veteran  Battalions. 

-  -    -    -  East  India  Company. 

Rejected.  "  ,   - 

Deserted. 

Returned  to  London,  Recruiting,  and  never  brought  back. 


196      Total. 


Jas.  Taylor,  ^.  G 
C'om. 


^m  'L"^iiiwi  iw 


■^'^■'^""■'■■f  M'*^*-  fc^ 


Enclosure 
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(Enclosure  ?.) 

RETURN  of  Men  sent  to  the  Army  Depot  by  Colon.el  French,  in  the 
Years  1804  and  1805,  and  how  they  were  Distributed. 

^  ^Arniy  Depot,  6  February  1809. 


Kf*. 


1 


10 


NAMES. 


Date 

of 

Arrival. 


Corp!  James  Wilson... 
iPrive.  Richd.  Masters. 

Thos.  Franhish. 

Dr.  Thos.  Willans 

Prive.  John  Bourne.... 
..»...»  Geo.  Gardner... 

Geo.  Slark 

Serjt.  Wm.  Betty 

Prive.  Benjn.  N olden. 
John  Asman 


George  King. 


••■*  •  •  « 


15 


20 


»5 


30 


35 


40 


45 


Mattw.  Rea 

Rd.  Aylifite 

Jas.  Holland 

Rd.  Colman 

..'....  Wm.  Moody 

Tempy.  Serjt.  John  Coghlan 

Wm.  Carter 

,, Chas.  Patterson 

Corpl.  Geo.  Grant 

Geo.  Webb 

T.  Serjt  Henry  Pegg 

Corpl.  Wm.  Jones 

Prive,  Jas.  Brown 

Jos.  Gabb 

Thos.  Kirkwood 

Thos.  Cormack 

Jas.  Young 

Jos.  Banbury 

John  Cook 

8aml.  Robinson 

Chas.  Miller 

Plenry  Briggs 

John  Wright 

Thos.  Bean 

Drnmr.  Jno.  Wade 

Prive.  Robt.  Comvay 

T,  Serjt  Peter  Dmin. 

iPrivt.  Wm.  Thornhill 

Jos.  Johnson 

Jno.  Gunnis 

Jas.  Eiiis 

Jno.  Selby 

Jos.  Bier 

Jno.  Fi>her 

Timy.  Dacey 

Thos.   Bird 

Anthv.  Bird 


1804 
14July 


1 9th 
25th 


5  Aug. 


18th 


6th  Sep. 


From 

whence 
joined. 


ILondon 


21st 


27th 
29th 


5th  Oct. 
14th 


27lh  Oct. 


27th  Nov 


15thDec. 


21st  Dec. 


How  disposed  of. 


17th  Foot, 
17th. 

E.  I.  Co. 
E.  I.  Co. 

Discliar2;ed. 

17th  Foot. 

17th, 

Ret.  to  J-.ondon  to  rec 

8th  Foot. 

3d  Bn.  60th» 

17tli  Foot. 

Rejected. 

Deserted. 

1 7th  Foot. 

Deserted. 

Discharjred. 


\ 


Returned  to  Lond« 
to  recruit. 


Disci  larged. 

Ret.  to  I.ondon  to  rec 

Deserted. 

Ret.  to  London  to  rec 

E.  I.  C. 

13th  Foot. 

13th. 

54th. 

Discharged. 

E.  I.  C. 

54tli  Foot. 

Deserted. 
Do. 
E.  1.  C. 

]:)o. 

Discharged. 

Do. 

Ret.  to  London  toree' 

E.  I.  C. 

E.  I.  C. 

19th  Foot. 

Ret.  to  London  to  rec' 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

56th  Foot. 

5(ith. 

56th. 
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0. 

NAMES. 

Date  , 
of 
Arrival. 

From 
wbenoe 
joined. 

How  diiiposed  of. 

47 

Privt,  Michl.  Neal , 

1805 
6  Jan. 

London 

56th  Foot, 

Matt w,  Hewitt 

56th, 

..o..  Thos.  Bailev 

23  d 

22d. 

50 

Wm.  Griffiths 

22d. 

Jos.  Shore 

■•«•«•       •••• 

56th. 

Isaac  Worrard 

4th  Feb. 

E.  I.  C. 

Jos.  Griffcs 

Discharffcd, 

Joiin  Carty 

Do.       ^ 

55 

Eras.  Williams 

6th 

56th. 

John  Keirnan 

49th.    - 

Wm.  Brooks.; 

56th. 

John  Dean 

7th 
'15th 

E.  I.  C. 

John  Flannigan 

P.  Serit.  Isaac  Framoton.... 

56th. 

60 

Ret.  to  LondonTCci*. 

Bk.  Artifrs. 

John  Prest 

1 

56th. 

56th. 

Rd.  Walker 

1st  Mar. 

56th. 

65 

56th, 

Geo.  Stratton 

Rejected. 

4th 

E.I.  Co. 

John  Merrett... 

23d, 

Saml.  Xerrv 

1st  Apr. 

Rejected. 

70 

E.  I.  C. 

Rejected. 

W.  Nethercott 

2d  May 

K  I.  C. 

Rejected. 

......  Robt.   Conwav  .    . 

6th 

Ret.  to  London  to  re???. 

75 

Rejected. 

Jas.  Wvnn 

1804 

nth  Oct. 

Dublin 

80th  Fo©t. 

Jas.  Flood 

80th 

80th 

Thos.  M'Lauchlin  .... 

E.  I.  C- 

80 

80th. 

Jos.  Trickleton ."... 

75th. 

75th. 

Patk.  Walker., 

Wm  Johnston    

24th  Nov 

B.  Artifr?. 

E.  I.e. 

%"> 

......  Jas.  Kirnacrhan 

1 

56th. 

Thos.  Purrell 

t 

56th. 

Chas.  Somerville...... 

E.  I.  C. 

E.  I.  C. 

Patk.  Daltoii 

56th. 

90 

Wm   Miller 

1805 
5th  Jan. 

60th,  3i-dBR, 

Chas.  M'Cormick 

Rd    P    Malonev 

•  ••*•••  Mfk» «  • 

56th. 
17th. 

Jns    Brvon  

29th 

56th. 

JjLd   M^'Cabe r 

56th. 

9"^ 

56th. 

/ 

Robt.  Callaghan 

19th  Mar. 

- 

E.  I.  C. 
E.  I.  C. 

Thos.  Burgiss 

27th  Apr. 

K i 

E.  I.  C. 
E.  I.  C'. 

00 

Jas.  O'NcIl '. 

E.  I.  C. 

. 

Date 

From 

No. 

NAMES. 

of 

whcDce 

How  disposed  of. 

-Arrival. 

joined. 

1805. 

101 

Prive.  John  Megl^ar 

27th  Apr. 

Dublin. 

E.  L  C. 

Nichs.  Kellev 

E.  L  C. 

Patk.  Hartigan 

E.  L  C. 

Serit.  John  IXile 

2nthJune 

3rd  W.  L  R; 

t)th. 
6th. 

105 

Patk.  O'Conner 

Jas.  Murphy 

John  SaniplVy 

3rd. 

Jas.  Patton 

Jas.  Humphrys 

3rd. 
6tb. 

110 

' Jas.  Leonard 

1st. 

John  Humphrv'S........ 

6th. 

Wro.  Hamilton 

Dens.  Daley 

4th  W.  L  Regt, 
49th  Foot. 
4th  W.  L 

115 

Peter  Callaghan 

......  Curtis  Hynes 

••••%••••••• 

6th. 

3d. 

8th. 

Patk.  Fairn 

4&th  Foot. 

....."i...... 

E.  L  C. 

120 

•  •••   Edwd.  Cane .- 

Do. 

-  1 

Do. 

Corns.  Conner 4.. 

Wm.Cluff 

Do. 
Do. 

Jas.  Bell 

Do. 

125 

Do. 

Thos.  Sparrow 

Do. 
34th.   - 
Do. 

Michl.  Ryan 

E.  L  C. 

130 

......  Hugh  Moony 

......  Chas.  Slater 

3d  G.  Bn. 
E.  L  C. 
E.  L  C. 

• 

E.  1.  C. 

T.P.  King 

1st  Gn.  Bn. 

135 

............ 

E.  L  C. 

J  0  h  n  N e  il .'. 

•  •«•••  ■••%4< 

- 

E.  EC. 

68th. 

Wm.  Kain 

E.  E  C. 

M'lnstrav  King 

• 

E.  L  C. 

140 

Edmd.  Murphy 



E.  L  C. 



E.  EG. 

Andw.  Piggott 

............ 

E.  L  C. 

lE.  L  C. 

Kobt.  Patterson.., 

E.  EC. 

145 

Patk.  M'C^.ghy 

......  Geo.  Douglas 

Alexr.  Cathcart 

•** 

V 

E.  E  C. 

ILHhFoot. 
ICth. 
E.  E  C. 

Edmd.  Donaghoc 

1 

E.  EC. 

150 

Thos.  Kelly..: 

John  Sullivan 

Luke  lieyland 

/ 

.  ....^  ........ 

2nd  Pjn.  34th. 
E.  E  Co. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 
I3th  Foot, 

155 

Wm.  Kelly 

3 1st  Aug. 
2SthDcc. 

, 

86th. 
84lh. 
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No. 

NAMES. 

Date 
of 

Auiviil. 

From 
whence 
joined. 

How  disposed  of. 

15S 

Prive  Thos.  Wade. »... 

1805. 
SSthDec. 

1804. 
25thDec. 

•  «•  <•••#•••• 

1805. 
LHthFeb. 

.«•«. 

Dublin. 
Edinbur. 

Rejected. 

56th. 

John  Frazer. 

160 

Paljk.  Dennis 

John  Wood 

5.6th. 
56th. 

Dennis  Cairnes.... 

Waiter  Hume. ......... 

56th. 
56th. 

165 

......  Dunl.  Stevenson 

Alexr.  Ba:rd 

Rejected, 
56th. 

Geo.  Keith 

....;.  Thos.  Gill /. 

Jas.L.eishmHn 

Jno.  Napier 

r..j.^. 

-1-,  . . . 

56th. 
E.  I.  Co. 
56th. 
51st. 

170 

Jno.  Wardrobe 

Hush  M'lhvraith 

Johii  Pyott 

John  Fcnwick. 

1  nos.  Kmg..... 

16th  Apr! 

sird 
2nd  June 

56th. 

175 

•••••••••••' 

56th,                        '■',■ 

6th.  V.  Battfi,        '  ' 

56th. 

56th. 

56th. 

E.  I.  Co. 

IRO 

Geo.  Renny... 

David  Watt 

'• 

E.  I.  Co. 
E.  I.  Co. 
E.  I.  Co. 
E.I.  Co, 

94th. 

Davd.  Pilmer 

94th.                          i 

185 

190 

Thos.  M'Colgan 

Wm.  Lumsden 

Benjn.  Smith ; 

Peter  Quigley 

Hugh  M*Nichol 

Wm.  Kinghorn 

Wm.  Dean 

Jno.  Cunningham 

Wm.  Smith 

*.',!!'.!..!..- 

9^h. 

Rejected, 

94th. 

94th. 

E.  I.  Co, 

E.I.  Co. 

E.  I.  Co. 

E.I.  Co. 

6th  R.  V.  Battn. 

Rejected.         ♦ 

Do.  (beingcond.  Sjt.) 

E.  I.  Co. 

15th 

12th  July 
4th  Sept. 

195 

2nd  Battn.  34th. 

196 

Wm.  Henderson 

8th  W.  I.Regts. 

..■*■ 


u 


vr»     <79 


^     ^ 


ftnrrci^ 
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JIOUSE  OF  COMilIONS, 

THURSDAY,  FE-BRUAHV  2^,  ISO^. 


Soon  after  the  mcetHig  of  the  House,  it  w^as  informed  by  the  Speaker^ 
that  he  had  just  received  a  letter  from  his  Royal  Fiighness  the  Duke  of 
York,  relative  to  the  im^uiry  which  tiie  House  had  instituted  into  the  con- 
duct ot  his  Royal  Highn-ess.  He  then  asked  the  opiuiorj  of  tlie  House 
whether  he  should  read  the  ktter  in  rjuestion, — (^^  general  trj/  of'Ye^, 
Yes!  li^ad,   Read  f) 

<(  Sir,  "  Horse  Guards,  Feb. 25,  IfKJt)." 

'*  I  have  waited  with  tiie  greatest  anxiety  until  the  Committee 
appointed  by  the  House  of  Commons  to  inquire  into  my  coiKluct 
as  Commander  in  Chief  of  his  Majesty ^s  Army  had  closed  its 
examinations,  and  I  now  hop^  that  it  wtH  i>o-t  be  deemed  impro- 
per to  address  this  letter  through  you  to  the  House  of  Commons, 
'^  I  observe  with  th«  deepest  concern,  that  in  the  cowrseof  this 
inquiry  my  name  has  "been  coiipled  with  transactiorrs  the  most 
criminal  and  disgracefui,  and  I  must  ever  regret  and  lament  that  a 
connection  should  ever  have  existed  which  has  thus  exposed  my 
chafacter  and  honour  to  public  animadversion. 

"  With  respect  to  my  alleged  offence,  connected  with  tht  dis- 
cbarge of  my  official  duties,,  I  do,  in  the  most  solemn   manner, 
upon  my  honoar,  as  a  Prince,  diistinctly  assert  my  innocence,  not 
otdy  by  denying  all  corrupt  participation  in  any  of  the  infamous 
transactions  which  hav«  appeared  in  Evidence  at  the  Bar  of  the 
House  ©f  Commons,  or  any  connivance  at  their  exiiytence,  but 
also  the  slightest  knowledge  or  suspicion  that  they  existed  at  all. 
"  My  consciousness  of  innocence  leads  me  confidently  to  hope 
that  the  House  of  Commons   will   not,  upon  such  evidence  as 
they  have  heard,  adopt  any  proceedings  prejudicial   to   my  ho- 
nour and  character;  but  if,  upon  such  testimony  as  has  been  ad- 
duced against  me,  the  House  of  Commons  can  think  my  inno- 
cence questionable,  I  claim  of  their  justice   that  I  shall  not  be 
condemned  without  trial,  or  be  deprived  of  the  benefit  and  protec- 

tion 


don  whicti  is  afforded  to  every  British  subject  by  those  sanctions, 
underwhich  alone  evidence  is  received  in  the  ordinary  admini- 
fitratlou  of  the  Jaw,. 

I  am,  Sir,  your's^ 

pREBERip." 

'*  jf  7/€  Speaker  of  the  Hojuse  of  Cmnmom,** 

This  letter  was  ordered  to  lie  on  the  Table, 

The  Speaker  observed,  tbat,  asit  was  a  matter  of  more  than  ordir 
nary  importance,  it  might  be  proper  that  the  Clerk  should  irnmediately 
o^^ke  a  copy  of  it  for  the  general  inspection  of  the  House. — Ordered. 

Mil.  Bankes  said,  it  appeared  to  hini  so  novel  a  procedure,  that  lie 
^ould  not  forbear  asking,  whether  tbeje  was  any  similar  precedent  ? 

The  Speaker  replied,  that  it  was  customajy  for  all  letters  directed 
to  the  House  upon  charges  pending  before  the  House,  to  be  opened  and 
read  by  the  Speaker  to  the  House. —  Upon  more  important  matters  the 
Speaker  took  the  sense  x)f  the  House  whether  such  letters  should  be  read 
or  not,  as  he  had  done;  and  tbat  such  letters  should  be  laid  on  ths  Table 
was  a  matter  of  course.  But  as  this  was  a  case  in  which  he  thought  there 
should  be  no  delay,  he  hiid  ibejefore  requested  that  a  copy  might  be 
4akeix. 

Friday,  February  ^4:tk. 

Mk.  Whttbread  called  the  attention  of  the  House  to  the  letter  of 
ills  Royal  Highness  the  Duke  of  York,  which  had  been  received  and  read 
ihe  preceding  day.  He  did  this  because  be  thought  that  letter  most  se- 
riously atl'ected  the  privileges  of  the  House  of  Commons.  When  the 
Speaker  produced  and  read  it,  he  acted,  as  he  always  had  done,  with  pru< 
<lence  and  caution,  and  did  not  by  any  means  hurry  it  forward.  He  felt 
that  it  might  be  asked,  why  he  did  not  then  object  to  the  measures  which 
liad  been  taken  ijpon  it,  to  which  he  would  reply  that  its  importance 
made  him  hesitalei,  and  he  was  taken  by  surprise.  He  however  conceived 
that  it  was  incumbent  on  the  House  to  take  that  letter  into  seriou^  consi- 
<Jeration,  as  it  struck  at  its  most  vital  privileges.  His  Royal  Highness 
4lesire^,  as  he  is  .conscious  of  his  innocence,  that  no  proceedings  shall  be 
taken  upon  the  evidence  we  have  heard  at  the  bar,  as  the  mode  we  have 
taken  is  not  compatible  with  justice.  As  w^ell  might  he  have  desired  us, 
in  the  first  instaiice,  not  to  institute  any  in(iuiry,  l>ecause  he  was  inno- 
cent. If  any  one  had  advised  him  Ijd  adopt  this  course,  he  th(  ught  such 
person  must  merit  the  censure  of  the  House,  or  at  least  a  Committee 
should  be  appointed  to  inquire  into  the  subject;  however,  for  the  present, 
he  would  content  hirjiseif  with  protesting  against  the  procedure. 

Mtt.  Perceval  said,  tbat  the  hon.  gentleman  had  stated  the  letter, 
which  had  been  presf^nied  from  his  Royal  Highness,  to  be  a  dangerous: 
attack  upon  the  pnvikgesof  the  House  of  Commons  ;  had  the  hon.  gen- 
tleman made  a  motio':  upon  th^  subject,  it  would  have  so  explained  his 
meaning,  as  to  have  given  bim  an  opportunity  of  answering  his  objections, 
M'hen  he  read  the  letlei,  he  confessed  there  was  nothing  in  it  which 
struck  hin^  as  affecting  the  privil<=-ges  of  the  House.  The  hon.  gentleman 
had  certainly  not  read  the  letter  in  the  same  sense  which  be  had;  ai^l  if 
there  were  two  ways  of  understanding  it,  he  hope4  he  was  no    wnmg  ii^ 

4;  A  2  lecommeadiii 
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recommending  the  inildest.    The  way  in  which  he  understood  it,  was  this : 
that  when  his" Ro}'al  Highness  found   he  was  charged  before  that    House 
with  crimes  the  most  disgraceful,  and  that  an  inquiry  had  been  proceeded 
in,  which  was  in  no  way  resisted  on  his  part,  and  which  had  powerfully 
excited  the  attention  of  the  public,  he   was  desirous  to   meet  it  with  his 
allef^ation  of  conscious  innoceiice,  and  nothing  more  ;  yet,  if,  after  that 
clle^ation,  doubt   and  suspicion  should  be  entertained,  and  his  character 
and'honour  appear  questionable,  in  that  case  he  only  called   upon  or  re- 
quested the  House  not  to  pursue  measures  which  would  have  the  eftect  of 
condemning  him   without  trial ;  not  for  the  purpose  of  preventing  an  im- 
peachment, but  that,  before  bis   character  and  honour  were  condemned, 
he  mic^ht  have    the  privilege  which,  by  the  constitution  of  this   country, 
every  British  subject  could  claiui,  froni  the  highest    to  the  lowest,  or  from 
the  lowest  to  the  most  elevated.     The  right  hon.  gentleman  said  he  coulrf 
not  conceive  how  this  could  be  considered  an  attack  upon  the  privileges  of 
the  House.     The  manner  in  which  the  letter  had  been  presented  and  re- 
ceived was  not   a  common  proceeding  ;  yet  not  wholly  unprecedented  ;  ^o 
in  that  point  it  was  no  attack.    It  might  at  all  events  have  been  presented, 
as  petitions  are,  and,  if  improper,  it  might  have  been  objected  to,  but  it 
H'ould  never  have  been  rejected  on  wrong  grounds;  for  he  believed  his 
Royal  Highness  as   little  thought  of  making   a  princely   attack  on  the 
House  as  he  did.     He   wished  to  know  whether   any    hon.  gentleman   in- 
tended to  make  any  motion  on    the  subject,  as  he  did  not ;  nor  did  he 
know  of  its  being  in  the  contemplation  of  any  one  so  to  do. 

LoKD  Henry  Petty  said,  he  hoped  he  might  be  allowed  to  say  a 
few  words  on  the  subject.     He  did  not    understand  his  hon.  friend  to  ob- 
ject to  the  allegation.     The  part  he  understood  him   to  object  to  was,  hjs 
going   bevond   that  allegation,  and  questioning    the  hue   of  conduct    the 
House  was  about  to  pursue  ;  and  implying  that  the  House  could  not  pro- 
ceed, or   come  to  any  determination  upon  the  evidence,  which    their  pri- 
vileges and  judgments  had  enabled  them   to   produce.       He   trusted,  for 
the  Interests  of  justice,  that  the  House   of  Commons  would  never  submit 
to  be  dictated  to  by  any  man.     He  concluded  by  saying,  that  he  thought 
a  Committee  should  be  appointed  to  take  the  letter  into  consideration.  , 
Mr.  Perceval  said,  that  as  Thursday  next  had  been  fixed  upon  for  th,e 
Committee  to  take  into  consideration  the   conduct  ofhisPtoyal  Highness, 
lie  thought  it  necessary  to  state  that  the  printer  could  not   possibly  get  the 
minutes  ready  before  Wednesday,  and  consequently  there  could  not  be  suf- 
ficient time  for  Jieir  consideration.     He   therefore  wished  some  other  day 
should  be  fixed  upon. 

This  introduced  a  conversation  relative  to  changing  the  order  of  some 
of  the  questions     before    the    House    for    consideration ;    in  the  course 

ef  which 

Mil.  Pf.rcev.^l  said,  there  was  another  subject  in  some  degree  con- 
nected with  the  charges  against  the  Duke  of  York— he  alluded  to  the 
transactions,  in  the  course  of  this  inquiry,  which  had  been  mentioned  as  at- 
taching to  the  Chancellor  and  the  Duke  of  Portland.  A  friend  of  his  had 
ifjformed  him  of  an  adverlisen^ent  in  a  newspaper  of  the  12th  of  January, 
vhidi  offered  a  place  under  Government  for  sale.  He  had  authorised  the 
Solicitor  to  trace  it,  and  he  now  informed  the  House  that  four  persons  were 
indicted  for  this  transaction.  A  person  of  the  name  of  Coleman,  one  named 
Taylor,  and  another  whose  name  we  could  not  hear,  and  a  banker. 

Mr.  Combe  said,  as  the   others  had  been  named,  it  was  but  fair  the 

banker  should. 

Mr. 


'557 

Mr.  HusKissoN  replied  Umt  his  name  was  Watson  ;  he  was  indicted 
for  receiving  the  deposit,  and  giving  a  receipt. 

After  some  further  conveisaiion  opon  the  day  for  considering  the  conduct 
of  his  Rojal  Ilii^hness,  it  was  fixed  for  Wednesday,  iMarch  Sth. 

Friday  March  3rd, 

Mr.  C.  W.  Wynne  rose,  pursuant  to  notice,  to  call  the  attention  of  the 
HoLive  to  the  conduct  of  Brigadier-General  Clavering.  But  before  he  did 
fo,  he  said  that  he  thought  it  necessary  to  state  the  reasons  which  induced 
ins  acquiescence  in  the  del-.-y  that  had  already  occurred  upon  this  business. 
At  the  same  time  he  must  observe,  that  although  he  acquiesced  in  the 
delay,  the  impression  upon  his  mind  of  General  Clavering's  prevarication, 
was  so  strong  upon  the  last  night  of  his  examination,  that  he  thought  the 
Committee  o°ughtnotto  have  separated  wiihout  coming  to  a  decisive  reso- 
lu t,ion  respecting  it.  There  were  many  forcible  reasons  why  such  miscon- 
duct should  have  been  brought  to  an  early  discussion.  For  if  the  prevari- 
cation of  a  man  of  the  rank  and  station  of  General  Clavering,  were  suffered 
to  escape  with  impunity— if  an  example  were  not  made  in  his  case,  the  mis- 
chievous consequences  likely  to  result  must  be  obvious.  But  when  he 
heard  it  Slated  by  some  gentlemen,  that  this  Officer's  examination  upon  a 
former  evening,  was  notcorabined  with  his  letters,  suificiently  fresh  in  iheir 
memory  to  come  at  once  to  a  decision,  the  reason  for  delay  was  too  strong 
to  be  w'lihstood.  But  there  was  a  still  stronger  reason  in  his  mind  for  con- 
senting to  delay.  The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  stated,  that  the  whole 
of  the  papers  respecting  the  evidence  would  not  be  printed  before  the  Mon- 
day following  General  Clavering's  last  examination  ;  while  the  discussion  of 
the  main  question  was  fixed  for  three  days  afterwards.  With  this  state- 
ment in  his  recollection,  and  naturally  thinking  that  no  subject  of  discussion 
should  interfere  in  so  short  an  interval,  with  that  attention  which  every 
gcinleman  must  be  anxious  to  give  alone  and  undivided,  to  a  question  of  so 
much  importance,  he  did  not  conceive  it  proper  in  such  a  period  to  bring 
this  motion  forward.  But  the  discussion  of  the  main  question  being  post- 
poned till  Wednesday  next,  and  th6  whole  of  the  evidence  having  been 
■>)eforethe  House  since  the  preceding^Tuesday,  he  hoped  this  would  not  be 
deemed  an  improper  or  unsuitable  opportunity  for  considering  the  propo- 
sition which  he  had  to  submit.  To  delay  it  any  longer  would  indeed,  he 
bhonld  think,  be  a  hardship.  For  any  individual  of  his  rank  and  connection 
must  naturally  be  agitated,  while  a  charge  so  materially  affecting  his  cha- 
racter was  suspended  over  him.  Therefore,  all  who  were  disposed  to 
consult  the  feelings  of  General  Clavering,  should  concur  with  those  who 
were  desirous  for  justice  in  bringing  the  question  respecting  that  Officer  to  a 
speedy  determination.  He  was  not  aware  indeed  of  any  good  reason  for 
delay.  It  had  been  suggested  to  him  that  this  motion  ought  not  to  be  pro- 
posed until  the  main  question  was  disposed  of ;  because  there  were  gentle- 
men who  might  be  inclined  to  bring  forward  a  similar  charge  against  other 
witnesses.  If  this  proposition  were  likely  to  affect  the  main  question— if  it 
could  be  shewn  that  it  was  calculated  to  make  either  for  or  against  the  Duke 
of  York,  then,  in  that  case,  there  would  be  a  good  ground  for  postponing  it. 
But  the  evidence  of  General  Clavering-  had  no  such  tendency.  Every  one 
of  the  witnesses  should  be  considered  on  its  own  grounds.  There  might  be 
less  or  greater  degrees  of  connection  between  them,  but  lie  would  protest 
against  the  justice  of  examining  them  upon  general  grounds,  upon  impeach- 
ing them  in  a  mass,  or  upon  a  comparison  of  notes.     It  might  be  equitable 
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to  send  other  witnesses  to  Newgate  ;  butlet  the  merit  or  demerit  of  ead 
be  examined  upon  separate  grounds,  as  he  proposed  in  this  instance  witl 
regard  to  General  Clavering.  When  the  correctness  of  any  other  witnes 
should  be  submitted  to  the  consideration  of  the  House,  he  should  feel  it  h"i 
duty  to  come  to  the  discussion  in  the  same  rule  of  justice  which  he  callet 
upon  genUeinen  to  apply  to  the  subject  of  his  motion.  But  he  should  ver< 
ill  discharge  hi?  duty,  or  deserve  the  reputation  of  common  sense,  if  he  die 
liotmark  the  difference  which  existed  between  the  nature  of  General  Cla 
veriug's  ttslimuiy,  and  that  of  any  other  witness.  For  not  onlv  wouU 
aioren':ochi-  -esult  fi-oni  the  impunily  of  this  Officer's  misconduct,  but  iii 
case  Wc.3  ir  :ict  prominent  and  single  in  its  character.  In  the  first  place 
his  evidence  was  quite  voluntary  ;  he  had  no  occasion  to  come  forward.— 
He  b^g.-ed  that  he  might  not  be  understood  to  insinuate  tha^  any  occabioi 
could  justify  prevarication  ;  but  >et,  if  a  witness  were  c.Jled  vrn-  ;  if  obligee 
to  appear  at  the  bar,  it  was  natural  that  he  should  endeavour  to  defem 
hinvftii  from  any  thing  like  inculpaU9n.  But  here  the  case  was  diS^jrent 
General  Clavering  wa.-.  a  volunteer— -he  came  forward  of  his  own  accord 
and  therefore  was  iiaWe  to  the  suspit-ion  ol  designing  to  impose  upon  tb« 
House. 

Ht  re  the  learned  gentleman  drew  the  attention  of  the  House  to  th< 
following  questions,  upon  which  he  meant  principally  to  rest  his  resolution 
and  which  he  contended  did  not  ailect,  in  any  manner,  the  deposition  9 
the  other  witnesses,  'i'hose  questions  were  Hie  last  put  to  this  Officer  01 
the   10th  of  February,  which  was  his  first  day's  examinalion  : 

^*  Had  you  any  connnunication  whatever  on  tjie  subject  of  army  pro- 
motions with  Mrs.  Clarke  ?— I  never  proposed  any  conversation  of  tha 
kind,  nor  do  I  recollect  any  having  ever  existed,  excepting  at  the  period  i 
bef(^re  alluded  to,  when  she  requesied  1  would  recommend  to  the  consi- 
deration  of  the  Duke  of  York,  Lieutenant  Sumner,  of  the  20ti: 
regiment. 

''  I  understand  you  then  to  say,  you  said  never  at  any  time  any  commu- 
nication or  conversation  whatever  with  Mrs-  Clarke  on  the  subject  of  arm} 
promotions,  except  in  the  case  of  Lieutenant  Sumner?— Certainly  not,  a; 
being  the  subject  of  conversation. 

"  Had  you  any  incudentul  conversation  with  IMrs.  Clark^i  upon  thai 
subject  r— A  period  of  so  many  years  having  elapsed  since  that  tnne,  it  li 
impossible  to  speak  positively  and  accurately  to  a  question  so  close  as  that, 
but  to  the  best  of  my  beht  f  I  do  not  thi-ik  I  had. 

*'  Do  you,  of  your  own  know  ledge,  jcnow  that  Mrs.  Clarke  used  her  influ- 
puce  in  favour  of  any  person  whatever  in  the  army  with  the  Commander  ic 
Chief  ? — I  do  not. 

*'  Do  you,  cf  your  own  knowledge,  know  of  any  person  that  asked  her  to 
use  her  iniluence  with  the  Comujander  in  Chief  upon  that  subject  ? — lam 
not  acquainted  with  any  person  that  ever  did;  I  have  heard  reports  oi 
that  oalure,  but  I  cannot  bring  to  njy  recollection  any  person  positively. 

*•  Then  you  state  positively  that  you  do  not  know  of  any  trunsacuon  oi 
that  nature  ? — None,  to  i.iy  certain  knowledge. 

*'  Give  a  direct  aad  positive  answer  to  that  question  ?—!  do  not  know  of 
any  transaction  oi  th^  i  nature." 

To  my  uuderstanfiii.g,  observed  the  learned  gentleman,  nothing  could 
be  more  direct  ih-in  this  disavowal,  and  notwithiiunding  what  had  been  said 
in  every  directioi'.  on  the  subject- -notwithstanding  what  had  transpired,  iind 
must  have  occurred  to  his  mcraory-  -notwithstanding  the  publ;  cation  of  his 
own  letters  dcUveied  in  by  Mrs.  Clarke,  on  the  15th  of  February,  this  (offi- 
cer 
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-ertbes  not  offer  to  come  forward  until  ten  days  after  his  first  examination, 
OTompted  no  doobt  by  the  letters  ;  and  what  does  he  do  ?     He  proposes  an 
BxplHuation  of  his  former  testimony  ;  and  what  was   that  explanation  ? 
Why   truly   that  he  understood  communication  and  conversation  to  mean 
merely  personal,  and  that  it  had  no  reference  whatever  to  correspondenre. 
But  does  it  appeal  that  this  Officer  had  really  no  personal  conversation  with 
Mrs.  Clarke  upon  the  subject  of  army  promotions  f    On  the  contrary,   we 
find  in  the  letter  of  the  Duke  of  York,   of  the  24th  August,   a  direct  allu- 
sion to  a  request  of  this  Oflicer,  where  he  states— *' Clavvnng  is  mistaken 
in  tbinkina  that  any  new  regiments  are  to  be  raised— it  is  not  intended-. 
only  second  battalions  to  the  existing  corps.     You  had  better  therefore  tell 
him  so— and  that  you  were  sure  that  there  would  be  no  use  hi  applying 
for  him."— What  is  the  inference  from  this  letter,  and  how  is  that  mterence 
confirmed,  or  rather  made  manifest  ?     By  General  Clavering's  own  letter  of 
the  28th  August.  In  this  letter,  the  House  will  perceive,  he  enters  very  fuily 
into  the  nature  of  the  proposal,  respecting  which  Mrs.  Clarke  had  apphed 
to  the  Duke  of  York  in  vai  ;,  as  his  Royal  Higbnes's's  letter  of  the  •24tb  of 
August  explained.     It  will  also  be  observed  in   ihis  letter,   that  although 
General  Clavering   professed   at  the  bar,  that  he   should  consider  it  as  a 
slur  upon  him  if  he   had  been  overlooked  in  the  profiiotions  which  took 
iVilace  in  1 804— if  h«  had  not  been   appointed  a  Brigadisr-Gcneral   in  the 
ordinary  routine,  yet  that  he  alludes  to  a  recent  obligation   for   his   present 
appointment.     Now,  what  does  this  recent  obligation  refer    to  but  to  his 
commission  of   Brioadier-Oeneral,   which    he  had  obtained  on  the   5th  of 
June,  as  Mrs.  Clark°e  stated.— But  let  the  House  look  to  this  Officer's  let- 
ters of  the  nth  November  and  V2ih  December,  in  which    he  continued  to 
address  Mrs.  Clarke  upon  military     subjects— begging  her  to  ascertain 
whether  new  regiments  were  about  to  be  raised,  and  to  acquaint  him  ot  it  as 
soon  as  possible.     With  these  facts  in  the  recollection   of  the   House,  any 
gentleman,  disposed  to  acquit  General  Clavering  of  prevarication  must    be- 
lieve three  things  :— first,  that  this  Olficer  did  not  understand  conversation 
or  communication  to  mean  aiif  thing  more  than  personal,  and  t!>at  neitlier 
had  any  reference  to  epistolary  correspondence  ;  and,  secondly,   that  he 
Considered  the  raising  of  a  new  regiment  as  of  so  little  consequence,   that, 
after  the  lapse  of  five  years,  it  was  impossible  for  him  to   recollect  such  a 
trivial  ooint.     Good  God  !  Sir,  is  it  probable,  nay  possible,   that    such  a 
person*a  General  Officer  too,  could  obtain  belief,  when  stating  at  this  bar 
that   the  object   of  raising  a   regiment,  for  which  he  had   cflered    1000/. 
could,  after  a  period  of  five— or  any  number  of  years  escape  his  recollec- 
tion ?     The  idea  was  quite  preposterous.     B-.ut  the  third   circumstance  to 
'■which  I  allude  seems  still  more   difficult  to  beheve— namely,  thut  thisOfli- 
cer,  when  stating  in  his  answers  at  the  bar,  that  he  knew  not  of  any  appli- 
cations being  made  to  Mrs.  Clarke  upon  military  subjects,  of  her  obtaining 
any  military  promotions,  or  applying  to  the  Duke  of  York  for  ar^y  person  : 
he  (Clavering)  did  not  conceive  himself,  or  his  concern  in  any  such  trans- 
actions, to  be  at  all  included.     In  a  case  of  this  nature  I  am  willing  to  make 
allowanc-e  for  misconception  or  inaccuracy,  that  can  reasonably  be  requi- 
red—but if  there  be  any  gentleman  who  will  lay  his  hand  to  his  heart,  and 
say  that  he  can  believe  these  with   regard    to  General  Clavering  I  shall 
only  say,  that  I  cannot  expect  that  such  gentlemen  will  vote  for  my  motion. 
Having  gone  thro' t>ie   several  points  of  the  case,  the  learned  mcaiber  ex- 
pressed his  sense  of  the  painful  task  lie  had  to  perform  upon   this  occasion; 
to  which,  however,  he  was  urged  by  too  powerful   an   impression  of  public 
duty  to  shriak  from  it  under  any  gonsideraUon  of  personal  feeling.     There 
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were  many  aggravating  circumstances  connected  with  this  case,  which  ren- 
dered it  impossible  for  the  House  to  overlook  it.  If  a  man  of  high  rank 
of  honourable  connection,  and  honourable  profession,  with  every  motivj 
to  impress  a  just  sense  of  honour,  would  not  tell  the  whole  truth,  from 
wliom  was  the. whole  truth  to  be  expected.  The  dignity  ot  tiie  Bouse,  its 
character,  and  its  interest,  appeared  to  hira  to  be  implicaied  in  the  fate 
of  this  question.  For  if  an  example  was  not  made  upon  such  an  iiibtance 
of  gross  prevarication— if  a  witness  could  sa-.-e  himself  fron^  the  conse* 
quences  of  his  shuffling,  by  such  frivolous  pretences  as  tiie  House  had 
heard  from  General  Clavering,  its  inquisitorial  powers  must  becon)e  nu- 
gatory; for  how  could  it  be  expected  that  a  witness  would  be  very  solicitous 
about  telling  truth  at  that  time,  when  not  bound  by  the  obligations-of  an 
oath,  and  released  from  the  dread  of  punishmeni  for  prevari^cation  ?  the 
learned  member  concluded  with  moving,  that^such  of  the  evidence  of  the 
10th,  loth,  and  2()th  of  February,  taken  before  the  Committee  of  Inquiry 
respecting  the  Duke  of  York,  as 'related  to  General  Clavering,  should  be 
read,  winch  being  read  accordingly,  the  learned  gentleman  moved  a  reso- 
lution, that  General  Clavering  hau  been  guilty  of  prevarication. 

Sir  M.  Ridley  admitted,  the  evidence  certainly  appeared  ccintradic- 
tory,  but  cou,ld  not  imagine  General  Clavering  could  so  far  forget  his  high 
Tank,  reputation,  and  connections,  as  to  come  forward  and  tell  a  delibe- 
rate  untruth.  Some  allowances  should  be  made  for  the  embarrassment  of 
a  man  educated  as  he  had  been  (having  served  in  the  army  from  the  a^e 
of  fourteen)  on  appearing  at  their  bar  to  confront  all  the  wisdom  of  the 
House.  The  motives  which  impelled  hiai  to  come  forward  to  correct  the 
evidence  given  on  his  first  examination,  appeared  to  him  those  of  a  piau 
awake  to  the  nicest  feelings  of  honour.  He  (Sir  Matthew)  had  advised 
htai  to  let  it  rest,  but  the  General  answered—*'  his  advice  might  be  good, 
but  his  own  ideas  of  honour,  his  feelings  as  a  gentleman,  would  not  sufier 
liim  to  be  at  ease,  till  he  had  avowed  and  corrected  his  mistake." 

The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  had  imagined,  from  the  notice 
given  by  the  hon.  gentleman,  that  he  did  not  intend  pressing  this  inquiry 
on  the  House,  till  the  case  with  which  it  was  connected  should  be  decided, 
he  had  therefore  hoped  that  when  that  discussion  was  put  off  to  a  distant 
day,  this  inquiry  would  have  stood  over,  so  as  slill  to  have  been  made  sub- 
sequent to  the  grand  debate.  He  appealed  to  the  hon.  gentleman  if  it 
would  not  be  consistent  with  the  ends  of  justice  to  postpone  any  proceed- 
ings of  this  nature  for  the  present.  Though  Donovan  had  as  yet  escaped 
unpunished,  it  did  not  follow  that  he  would  not  be  visited  by  the  resent- 
ment of  the  House.  He  wished  it  to  be  understood,  that  in  his  opinion  this 
was  not  a  proper  time  to  make  such  an  inquiry.  He  wa<;  not  prepared  to 
say,  on  which  side  of  the  question  the  evidence  of  General  Clavering  pre- 
ponderated ;  to  him  it  appeared  to  bear  partly  on  the  one  side  and"  partly 
on  the  other.  He  would  not  make  a  motion  to  postpone  it,  but  he  put  it 
to  the  hon.  gentleman,  whetl)er,  considering  all  the  circumstances,  it  might 
not  be  best  to  withdraw  it  for  the  present,  giving  a  notice  for  next  Thurs- 
day or  Fiiday.  He  believed  his  hon.  friend  near  him  (the  Attorney  Ge- 
neral) could  furnish  him  with  no  precedent  where  a  person  had  been  in- 
dicted for  prevaricating  before  that  House;  nor  did  he  believe  one  could 
be  preferred  in  a  Court  of  Justice.  lU  was  therefore  of  opinion,  the  House 
should  punish  conduct,  like  that  attributed  to  General  Clavering,  to  the 
utmost  extent  of  their  power.  But  could  not  the  punishment  merited  be 
inflicted  'is  well  after  the  case  had  been  brought  to  an  issue?  he  did  not 
wish  to  th.^ow  a  shield  &ver  General  Clavering>  but  over  the  whole  mass  of 
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evidence  for  the  present.  "Why  should  one  be  so  particularly  selected  from 
the  rest  at  this  crisis  ?  He  was  aware  that  in  some  instances  it  might  be  pro- 
per to  expose  and  punish  a  prevaricating  witness,  though  others,  whose 
prevarications  had  been  greater,  were  suffered  for  the  time  to  pass  unmo- 
lested ;  but  be  did  not  know  it  to  be  so  in  the  present  case.  He  felt  a  dis- 
inclination to  enter  on  the  subject  at  present,  he  was  not  prepared  for  the 
discussion,  and  hoped  the  hon.  gentleman  would  not  persevere. 

Mh.  Wilberforce  felt  convinced  that  his  hon.  friend  was  actuated  by 
the  same  motives  as  he  was,  in  wishing  to  preserve  the  grand  subject  free 
from  all  extraneous  matter,  anxious  that  each  question  should  stand  on  its 
own  basis.  This  was  not  to  be  a  matter  of  compromise  ;  it  should  not  be, 
"  Vou  spare  one.  and  I  will  not  proceed  against  the  other."  But,  if  he 
stood  in  General  Clavering's  situation,  he  would  wish  his  evidence  to  be 
analyi^ed,  independent  of  every  thing  else,  if  he  was  innocent ;  he  would 
not  wish  to  be  acquitted  because  others  were,  but  because  he  appeared  to 
merit  an  acquittal.  Should  the  inquiry  be  made  after  Wednesday,  might 
it  not  be  supposed  that  he  had  been  spared  by  one  party,  (political  parties 
v;ere  out  of  the  question)  and  proceeded  against  by  the  other?  He  was  there- 
fore of  opinion  they  ought  to  make  the  inquiry  now,  when  they  could  enter 
into  the  whole  of  the  circumstances  relating  to  General  Clavering's  evi- 
dence. 

"  The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  said,  in  explanation,  that  his 
hon.  friend  had  m.isunderstood  him  ;  so  far  was  he  from  meaning  to  say  that 
the  evidence  should  be  compared,  that  he  had  distinctly  said  the  reverse, 
and  stated  it  as  his  opinion  that  the  question  upon  evidence  of  this  kind 
ought  to  rest  on  its  own  grounds.  _ 

Ma.  Wilberforce,  in  expla~nation,  said,  that  he  did  not  charge  his 
n  'ht  hon.  friend  with  having  made  any  such  statement:  he  said  merely  that 
it^might  be  thought  so— that  this  might  be  the  effect  of  such  a  proceeding ; 
not  thai  his  right  hon.  friend  had  said  that  such  ought  to  be  the  effect  of 
that  proceeding.  » 

Mk.  xUontague  did  not  think  it  consistent  with  the  ends  of  public  jus- 
tice to  enter  immediately  into  the  inquiry. 

Mr.  J.  SaMiTH  thought  the  punishment  inflicted  on  Captain  Sandon, 
richly  merited;  he  would  not  compare  the  case  of  Sandon  to  that  of  Ge- 
neral Clavering,  they  differed  materially  in  his  opinion.  There  were  points 
in  Clavering's  evidence,  from  which  it  should  seem  his  testimony  went  to 
invalidate  that  of  another  ;  if  so.  General  Clavering  should  have  taken  care 
to  have  entered  with  clean  hands  himself. 

Mr.  Whit  bread  was  extremely  desirous  that  there  should  be  no  longer 
delay  in  adopting  the  original  motion  of  his  hon.  friend.     It  did  not  seem 
to  him  proper,  by  any  means,  to  withdraw  the  consideration  of  such  a  sub- 
ject.    A  right  hon.  genileman  opposite  had  stated,  that  Captain  Sandon's 
prevarication  came  out  in  tlie  course  of  one  night's  examination;  and  ijt  ap- 
peared that  General  Clavering  had  not  prevaricated  before  the  second.'  The 
hon.  member  observed,  that  the  operation  of  this  case  was  irresistible.  San- 
don's prevarication  made  an  instantaneous  impression  on  the  House,  and 
was  more  easily  guarded  against,  whereas  that  of  General  Clavering  was 
the  more  dangerous,  as  in  case  the  letters  had  been  destroyed,  it  would  be 
^possible  to  detect  it.     In  all  probability  he  would  thus  have  effected  what 
.was  apparent  vvas  his  object,  the  invalidation  of  principal  testimony  on  the 
pending  question.   Tiie  hon.  member  would  openly  declare  it  as  his  opinion, 
that  such  was  the  express  purpose  for  which  General  Clavering  appeared  at 
the  bar  of  the  House.    He  was  not  perhaps  aware  that  any  docuraems  could 
nc.  22.  4b  .  be 
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be  produced  against  bim.  He  would  take  it  for  granted,  that  if,  on  the 
night  of  General  Clavering's  prevarication,  those  documents  could  be  hari, 
the  House  would  feel  no  hesitation  in  adopting  the  steps  proposed  by  the 
present  motion.  In  answer  to  observations  from  the  right  hon.  gentleman 
opposite  he  would  say,  that  the  general  testimony  could  not  be  affected  by 
this  proceeding.  If  it  were  so,  he  would  ask,  why  was  it  thought  fit  to 
commit  Sandon,  and  bring  him  from  imprisonment  to  answer  questions 
at  the  bar?  Upon  the  whole  he  considered  tiie  present  motion  well  founded ; 
and  though  he  felt,  that  to  dismiss  it  would  be  improper,  he  had  no  ob- 
jection that  it  should  be  adjourned,  provided  it  were  not  to  be  a  distant 
day.     He  trusted  his  hon,  friend  would  not  withdraw  his  motion. 

The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  said,  that  he  had  no  objection 
to  this ;  what  he  was  averse  to,  was  the  present  discussion. 

Mr.  Williams  Wynne  observed,  if  it  was  the  general  sense  of  the 
House,  that  the  matter  would  be  better  discussed  on  a  future  day,  he  was 
willing  to  acquiesce.  He  was  confident,  that  in  bringing  forward  the  sub- 
ject he  had  discharged  bis  duty,  and  was  perfectly  content.  He  therefore 
would  adjourn  its  consideration  to  this  day  se'nnight. 

After  a  few  words  from  Mr.  Wilberforce,  upon  the  proprie^v  of  ad- 
journing the  debate  for  some  days  after  the  discussion  of  the  general  ques- 
tion, it  was  finally  appointed  for  Tuesday  sen'night. 

Mondaij,  March  Qth, 

Mr.  Perceval  informed  the  House  there  was  a  small  paper  omitted, 
through  mistake,  in  the  printed  copies  of  the  evidence  taken  in  the  business 
of  the  Duke  of  York ;  it  was  the  letter  of  the  Duke,  containing  an  inclosure,- 
and  having  the  Dover  post  mark. 

Mr.  Whitbreau  hoped  the  letter  itself  would  be  forthcoming  on  the 
discussion,  that  it  might  he  seen  no  alteration  had  taken  place-  Indeed 
upon  this  ground  all  the  papers  should  be  open  to  inspection. 

Wednesday,  March  8.    - 

Lord  Folkstone  gave  notice  of  his  intention,  upon  the  conclusion  of 
the  pending  motion  relative  to  the  conduct  of  his  Royal  Highness  the  Duke 
of  York,  lo  move  that  it  be  further  considered  on  Monday  sen'night. 

His  Lordship  also  moved,  "  That  the  Order  of  the  Day  for  the  House 
being  called  over  should  be  read;"  which  being  done,  he  next  moved, 
*'  That  the  House  should  be  called  over  to-morrow." 

Mr.  Beresford  was  against  the  call  hanging  over  the  heads  of  the 
members,  particularly  as  many  gentlemen  were  under  the  necessity  of  at- 
tending the  Assizes, 

Mr.  Shaw  Lefev re  considered  the  necessity  of  a  member  attending 
his  duty  in  Parliament  paramount  to  every  other  duty,  and  therefore  was  ot 
opinion,  that  on  a  question  which  so  much  interested  the  pubHc,  as  that 
which  stood  for  discussion  this  evening,  a  call  of  the  House  should  lake 
place. 

The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  was  of  opinion  that  the  call  should 
be  made  as  effectual  as  possible,  and  tiierefore  approved  of  the  moiion  of  the 
noble  lord,  because  he  wished  thai  it  might  not  remain  as  a  dead  letter.  How- 
ever mconvenient  it  may  be,  yet  the  duty  of  attending  in  Parliament  was,  as 
■■■■  id  be#i  justly  remarked,  paramount  to  all  others.  He  hoped  the  House,  on  the 
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subject  which  was  lobe  discussed  this  night,  would  not  suffer  Ihe  opinion  of 
persons  out  of  the  House,  or  in  the  country,  to  have  any  weight  with  ihem  in 
their  decisions  as  to  the  hne  of  conduct  they  ouglit  to  pursue,  and  that  no 
threat  would  influence  the  House,  particularly  on  a  judicial  inquiry.  If"  the 
House  meant  to  maintain  its  own  dignity,  it  would  not  suffer  sucl>  menaces  to 
have  any  effect  whatever.  If  members  had  particular  business,  they  would 
have  the  usual  indulgence,  but  in  a  general  point  of  view,  the  attendance  on 
tlie  Assizes  was  no  excuse  whatever  for  keeping  alive  the  call  until  the 
question  was  decided,  and  that  how^ever  justified  he  may  be,  he  would  not 
call  their  attention  further  to  what  he  thought  very  unwarrantable  observa- 
tions from  other  quarters,  because  if  he  did  call  their  attention  to  the  subject  al- 
luded to,  it  must  be  to  bring  down  the  punishment  of  the  House  upon  the 

parties. 

Mr.  Curwen  coincided  with  the  right  hon.  gentleman,  and  trusted  that 
the  censure  of  threats  without  doors,   would  remind  some  hon.  gentlemen 
within,  that  all  menaces  to  deler  members  of  Parliament  from  voting  as  their 
consciences  dictated,  were  equally  improper.  ^      ^ 
The  motion  was  then  agreed  to  without  a  division. 

General  Gascoyne  opposed  the  motion,  but  said  he  should  content 
himself  with  taking  the  sense  of  the  House  upon  it  to-morrow. 

Mk.  Beresfoud  fieit  it  his  duty  still  to  oppose  the  motion,  bat  would 
certainly  urge  his  objections  further  to-morrow. 

*  The  gallery  was  then  ordered  to  be  cleared  for  a  division,  which  produced 
a  general  cry  o(  No  /  No  !  when  further  opposition  was  dropped,  and  the 
motion  was  agreed  to.  * 

On  the  motion  of  Colonel  Wardle,  the  Order  of  the  day  for  taking 
into  further  consideiation  the  Report  of  the  Committee  upon  the  conduct  of 
his  Royal  Highness  the  Duke  of  York  was  read  : 

^  Colon E  L  War  d  le  then  rose  and  addressed  the  House  nearly  as  follows  : 
— **  Fully  aware.  Sir,  of  tiie  importance  of  the  subject  upon  which  I  am 
now  to  address  you,  in  pursuance  of  my  notice,  I  shall  trouble  the  House 
with  but  very  few  preliminary  observations.  The  evidence  being  now  con- 
cluded, and  perused  by  every  one,  my  leading  object  is  to  represent  the  case 
in  that  form  and  manner  most  conducive  to  promote  a  fair  and  just  decision. 
This  I  shall  endeavour  to  do,  as  far  as  lies  in  my  power,  with  the  utmost  im- 

^parlirdity  and  precision;  and  I  trust  I  have,  upon  all  occasions,  hitherto  avoided 
touching  upon  any  thing  that  can  lead  to  a  contrary  inference.     I  must  own 
that  I  did  feel  considerably  indignant  at  the  motives  that  vyere  attributed  to 
meat  the  outset  ;  motives  that  were  evidently  thrown  out  for  the  purpose  of 
making  it  be  imagined  I  was  treating  his  Royal  Highness  the  Commander  in 
Chief  with  more  harshness  than  was  proper  or  necessary.     These  insinua- 
tions, however,  have  had  but  little  weight,  and  I  have  only  now  to  return 
my  thanks  for  the  favour  shewn  me,  and  the  gelieral  attention  I  have  received 
from  this  House,  throughout  the  whole  of  this  investigation.     In  particular, 
I  do  most  sincerely  thank  his  Majesty's  ministers  for  the  attention  they  have 
paid  me,  and  the  tenderness  they  have  evinced  in  regard  to  my  fee^lings  upon 
an  occasion  like  this,  when  a  most  arduous  task  has  been  undertaken  by  an 
individual.     Unaided  as  I  was  at  the  outset  of  this  delicate  and  important 
business,  I  must  confess  I  felt  a  great  deal  of  comfort  in  the  support  I  soon 
afterwards  received  from  the   hon.   baronet,  the   member  for  Westminster 
(Sir  Francis  Burdett) ;  but  had  to  lament,  that  very  early  iu  the  examination, 
I  had  the  misfortune  to  lose,  through  ill  health,  the  assistance  of  that  hon, 
and  worthy  character,  a  loss  which  I  severely  felt.     The  loss  was,  in  a  very 
great  measure,  compensated  by  the  acquisition  of  the  abilities  and  strenuous 
exertions  of  my  noble  friend  near  me  (Lord  Folkslone),  to  whom  I  thmk  the 
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country  must  feel  much  indebted.    To  him  I  consider  myself  under  the 
strongest  obligations  ;  for,  at  the  very  moment  when  it  was  thought  by  many 
that  some  degree  of  odium  was  hkety  to  attach  to  the  accuser,  he  not  only 
assisted  me  with  his  able  exertions,  but  chose  voluntarily  to  place  himself  in 
what  was  exactly  my  situation.     There  is   nothing,    ht)wever,  in  which  I 
more  lejoice,  than  that  his  Royal  Highness  has  had  in   this  case  the  most 
able  assistance  in  defending  the  charges  brought  against  him.     His  xMajesty^s 
mnislers  and  the  crown  lawyers,    all  thought   it  their  duty  to  support  him. 
This  they  did  openly  and  avowedly  ;  and  I  am  glad  that  they  did  so  ;  for  it 
must  convince  the  world,  that  every  thing  has  been  done  for  the  Commander 
in  Chief  that  could  have  been  done.     Although  I  give  every  credit  to  those 
right  honourable  and  learned  gentlemen,  for  the  arduous  and  strenuous  sup- 
port they  have  afforded  his  Royal  Highness  the  Duke  of  York,  yet  still  I  must 
observe,  that,  as  representatives  of  the  people,  they,  as  well  as  others  of  as 
here  assembled,  should  remember,  that  it  is  their  duty  to  maintain  the  rights 
of  the  people  as  well  as  the  rights  of  the  crown.     I  trust,  Sir,  that  whatever 
may  have  been  their  anxiety  for  an  exculpation  of  this  royal  personage,  tJio 
event  of  this  inquiry  will  evince  their  sense  of  the  duty  they  owe  to  their 
country;  on  that  I  rely,  and  shall  now  proceed  to  offer  some  repiarks  upoa 
the  evidence  that  has  been  taken  at  your  bar. 

EXCHANGE  BETWEEN  LIEUTENANT-COLONELS 
KNIGHT  AND  BROOK. 

The  first  case  to  which  he  had  to  call  the  attention  of  the  House  was  the  ex- 
change between  Colonels  Knight  and  Brook,  the  necessary  evidence  in  which  he 
■would  briefly  run  over.    Dr.  Thynne  stated  his  being  empowered  by  Mr.  11.  Knight 
to  offer  Mrs.  Clarke  200^.  for  the  use  of  her  influence  with  tl>e  Commander  in  Chief 
to  expedite  this  exchange,  and  that  he  actually  made  this  offer  to  Mrs.  Clarke, 
giving  her  the  names  of  the  parties  on  a  slip  of  paper  for  that  purpose.     Mr.  R._ 
Knight  corroborated  this  statement,  and  added,  that  the  200/.  was  paid  on  the 
exchange  appearing  in  the  Gazette.     And  Mrs.  Clarke's  e  r  idence  proved,  besides 
corroborating  the  testimony  of  these  two  witnesses,  that  she  had  made  a  commu- - 
nication  on  the  subject,  and  ^iven  him  the  slip  of  paper  with  the  names  upon  it. 
From  the  united  testimony  ot  these  witnesses,  he  tiiought  it  must  be  agreed  that 
200/,  was  oflered  to  Mrs.  Clarke  for  her  influence,  and  paid  to  her  in  consequence 
of  a  belief  in  the  parties,  that  it  was  beneficially  exerted.     The  next  consideration 
wHs — *'  Did  she  make  this  communication  to  the  Duke  of  York  ?"     Mrs.  Clarke- 
stated,  that  she  gave  him  the  slip  of  paper  ^vith  the  names  mentioned  by  Dr. 
Thymic,  which  was  a  strong  corroboration  of  the  fact.     These  minute  statements, 
he  had  to  observe,  were  unnecessary  for  any  purpose  the  witness  might  be  sup- 
posed to  entertain,  and  needed  not  have  been  brought  forward  unless  she  had  per- 
fectly recollected  them,     A  general  statement  would  have  suited  much  better, 
wittiout  exposing  her  to  be  involved  in  contradiction,  by  cross-examination.     Mrs. 
Clarke  also  stated,  that  the  Duke  of  'Xa^xV  replied  to  her  propositions  in  favour  of 
these  gentlemen,  that  they  had  long  been  trying,  and  that  one  of  theln  was  rather 
a  bad  subject.     Both  these  circumstances  were  proved  by  the  ca^e.     That  they 
had  been  long  applying,  appeared  from  the  othcial  documents ;  and  tliat  Col. 
Brook  was  a  bad  subject,  was  clear  from  the  evidence  of  Col.  Gordon.     He  had 
served  twelve  years,  of  which  he  had  been  a  cornet  of  dragoons  only  four  months, 
and  seven  years  upon  half-pay.     This  was  sufficient  to  make  the  Duke  of  York 
think  him  unqualified  to  command  a  regiment  of  cavaliy,  and  vkhout  strong 
reasons  he  nevi  r  couhl  have  acceded  to  such  a  request.    "The  account  given  by 
Mrs.  Clarke  of  the  Duke  of  York's  going  out  of  town,  was  corroborated  by  Col. 
Gordon.     At  this  time,  she  stated,  it  was,  that  she  thought  the  100/.  note  was 
changed  by  his   Royal  Highness's  servant.     Peirson,  her  butler,  states,  that  he 
received  il  the  night  before  his  Royal  Highness  left  town,  in  his  presence,  and  got 
Uchanged  at  Bridgeman's.     2Urs.  Bridgcinan  states,  that  Peirson  offered  a  large 
note  to  her  to  be  changed,  but  that  slie  could  not  do  it.     In  a  ccnvei-sation  that 
Peirson  had,  he  states,  that  he  procured  change  at  Stevens's,  in  Bond-street. — He 
'  (Mr  VVardle)  admitted,  that  thi?  statement  was  confused,  and  he  would  not  have 
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oon'^dered  it  worthy  of  weight  or  attention,  but  for  the  testimony  of  Mv^,  Clarke, 
that  a  note  was  seat  out  tor  change ;  and  of  Mrs  :-'3rid2;eniani  that  a  note  was 
offered  to  her  for  that  purpose.  Mrs.  Ckirke,  on  oeing  a-ked  as  to  the  time 
which  elapsed  between  the  application  of  Dr.  Thynne,  and  the  gazetting  tiie 
exchange,  says,  she  cannot  tell  but  that  she  knows  the  time  of  the  year.  l)r. 
Thynne  and  Mr.  Knight  state  the  period  to  have  been  about  three  weeks,  and 
Mr,  Knight  says  he  went  for  tlie  Gazette  three  times  in  tlie  wiiole.  There  was 
certainly  some  ditference  betwe^^n  these  witnesses  and  Mrs.  Clarke  upon  this 
point,  but  there  could  be  iio  object  in  view  on  either  side.  It  was  clear  that 
a  fortnight  or  three  weeks  elapsed  after  the  application  ;  and  that  she  used  h\-^^ 
influence  with  the  Duke  of  York  immediately  after  that  application,  could  not 
be  doubted,  when  it  was  recollected  that  money  on  her  side,  and  dispatch  o« 
theirs,  was  all  that  was  wanted.  Mr.  R.  Knight  and  Mrs.  Clarke  were  at  variance 
as  to  whether  they  ever  wished  the  transaction  to  be  kept  secret  from  the  Dnke 
of  York.  If  she  had  expressed  such  a  wish,  it  would  have  been  to  tell  Mr, 
Knight  at  once  that  die  swindled  him  out  of  two  hundred  pounds.  For  he  was 
swindled  if  she  had  not  used  her  influence  with  the  J^uke  of  York  to  promote 
his  purpose,  and  if  she  had  used  her  influence,  the  Duke -of  York  could  not  be 
ignorant  of  the  matter;  and  it  was  folly  to  desire  tliat  to  be  kept  secret  from  a 
person  which  they  already  were  acquainted  with-  That  his  Ro^al  Highness  was. 
acquainted  with  these  and  similar  transactions,  could  not  be  denied,  since  it  wu« 
proven  by  his  own  hand,  when,  in  writing  to  Mrs.  Clarke,  he  says,  "  Clavering 
is  mistaken,  my  angel,  in  thinking  that  any  new  regiments  are  to  be  raised ;  it  is 
not  intended,  only  second  battalions  to  the  existing  corps  ;  ijoii  had  better,  there- 

»  fore,  tell  him  so,  and  that  ijou  were  sure  there  would  be  no  use  in  applying  for 
him.'*     From  the  tenor  of  this  letter  it  was  clea-     that  it  was  a  well  understood 

.  point,  that  the  name  of  the  Commander  in  Chiei  was  not  to  be  mentioned  on 
these  occasions.  You,  are  to  tell  him,  but  no  Duke  of  Y'oik  is  to  be  mentioned 
— you  need  not  apply  for  him.  To  argue,  afiter  this,  that  the  Duke  of  York 
<lid  not  know^  of  these  transactions,  seemed  to  him  altogether  incomprehensible. 
It   was    unnecessary  to    go   further  into   the  evidence  on   this  case,    and    he 

""  would  now  proceed,  to  the  written  documents  upon  the  table.  The  applicatioij 
for  permitting  the  exchange  was  sent  in  on  the  1st  July  1805,  and  marked  in 
pencil  marks—"  cannot  be  acceded  to,  his  Royal  Highness  does  not  app.rove  of 

_the  exchange  proposed  ;'*  and  under  the  date  of  i^.kl  July,  another  memorandum 
in  pencil  marks  appears  on  the  same  paper,  "  His  Royal  Higlmess  does  now  ap- 
prove of  this  exchange.'*  Cul.  Gordon,  in  his  examination,  stated,  that  the  first 
memorandum   meant  no  more  than  that  the  exchange  was  to  be  stopped  till  in> 

;,quiry  could  be  made  on  the  subject.  On  further  examination  he  states,  that  if 
the  matter  w^as  to  be  considered  it  might  be  marked  so,  or  very  probably  "  can- 
not be  acceded  to.'*  This  might  be  understood  at  the  Horse  Guarfls  'by  Col. 
Gordon,  who  wrote  it,  but  he  denied  that  it  carried  the  same  meaning  to  any 
other  person.  That  words  implying  a  refusal  were  the  same  as  these  denoting 
that  consideration  was  rec[uired,  might  be  the  custom  at  the  Horse  Guards,  but 
he  was  sure  would  be  thought  wiclely  different  ail  over  the  kingdom.  *'  His 
Royal  Highness  does  not  appiove,"  would  any  one  say  that  tliis  could  mean  he 
would  cause  inquiry  to  be  made,  since  it  must-be  thought  that  his  Royal  High- 
ness would  neither  approve  nor  disapprove  till  such  inquiry  was  made.  He  con- 
sidered the  first  memorandum  as  a  direct  and  positive  negative,  aiid  as  such  it 
must  appear  to  every  one  who  considered  the  meaning  of  the  words.  The  next 
document  hehad  to  notice,  was  the  application  of  Mr.  Huskisson  for  his  brother, 
the  answer  to  which  was,  that  "  the  exchange  wath  Brevet  Lieutenant-Colonel 
Knight,  Jth  Dragoon  Guards,  has  already  been  determined  on,  in  favour  of  Bre- 
vet Lieutenant-Colonel  Brook,  whose  services  his  Royal  Highness  was  of  opinion 
could  not  but  be  favourably  considered,"  &cc.  He  h.id  again  to  remind  them 
what  Colonel  Brook's  services  were-  to  recommend  him  to  thi's  consideration. 
Tv/elve  years  in  the  army,  seven  of  which  were  on  half-pay,  and  tliis  the  very 
reason  assigned  by  Col.  Gordon  as  the  grounds  for  stopping  the  exchange  for  a 
considerable  time.  These  services  wereTknown  to  be  the  same  then  as  they  were 
now,  when  his  Royal  Hignness  said  they  must  be, favourably  considered. ,  'What 
could  create  so  great  a  distinction?  Col.  Gordon  could  not  recollect  what  account 
he  had  obtained  on  his  inquiries  into  Colonel  Brook's  services,  nor  from  whom 
he  got  any  iiitelligece  on  that  head,  which  must  appear  a  little  extraordinary   to 
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prntlvmrn  when  they  recollected  the  minutiae  which,  at  such  a  distance  of 
time,  appeared  to  be  quite  ;."  niliar  to  his  memory.  What  was  it,  he  would 
ask,  that  made  an  officer  eligible  to  command  a  regiment  of  cavalry.  He  must, 
by  the  regulations  of  the  Duke  of  York  himself,  have  served  six  years  in  the 
cavalry.  Colonel  Brook  had  only  served  five  years  in  all,  deducting  the  seven 
in  whicli  he  was  on  half-pay.  Tins  militated  strongly  against  the  proof  adduced 
in  this  ca'^e  for  His  Royal  Highness.  Such  >a  circumstance  as  the  appointment 
of  Col.  Brook  to  be  a  cavalry  lield  ollicer  might  have  happened  w  ithout  his 
knowledge,  but  here  his  services  had  been  expressly  inquired  into.  Colonel 
(iordon  ar>jued,  if  he  might  apply  tiiat  word,  that  Colonel  Brook  was  fit  for 
tiie  rank.  He  did  not  deny  that  lie  might  be  a  meritorious  and  deserving  offi- 
cer, but  how  could  Colonel  Gordon  know  that  he  would  make  an  admirable 
otlicer,  at  the  time  he  ventured  to  recommend  him  to  tlie  Conmiander  in 
Chief,  if  ever  he  did  so.  He  now  turned  to  the  point  from  whence  he  set  out, 
and  thought  it  impossible  to  come  to  any  other  conclusion  than  the  one  he  had 
laid  down.  He  would,  therefore,  not  trespass  any  further  on  the  House  in  this 
part  of  his  charge. 

CAPTAIN  MALING. 

The  next  case  he  had  to  notice  was  that  of  Captain  Maling,  and  gentlemen 
would  recollect,  that  as  it  was  found  his  charge  would  not  attach  in  this  instance, 
he  had  been  willing  to  give  it  up,  and  it  was  only  at  the  desire  of  the  Com- 
mittee that  it  went  on.  Yet  though  there  were  no  proofs  of  con-uption  in  this 
case,  thf*re  was  ample  room  for  censure.  Colonel  Gordon  allowed  that  many 
of  Captain  Malin-^s  seniors  v%ere  ready  to  purchase,  at  the  time  he  was  allowed 
t('do  so  over  their  heads,  and  all  the  claims  stated  f'.i-  him  for  this  distinction  in 
Iiis  favor  was,  his  unexce})tionable  conduct  in  the  oftice  of  the  Commander  in 
Chief.  Was  this  sufficient  to  recommend  him  over  men  equally  gentlemen, 
\vl\o  had  bled  for  their  country,  and  were  older  in  the  service  than  he  was?  He 
wished  to  know  if  it  was  not  blameable,  if  not  corrupt  in  the  Commander  in 
Chief,  to  give  him  this  extrac«dinary  promotion  for  the  reasons  assigned.  There 
was  also  another  Captain  Maling  in  the  Duke  of  York's  office,  represented  as 
ei|ually  assiduous,  attentive  and  valuable  in  his  situation,  who  it  did  not  appear 
ever  joined  any  regiment.  Colonel  Gordon  had  reconnnended  him  to  the 
Duke  of  York*  to  be  put  upon  half-pay.  He  had  got  to  a  company  over  the 
heads  of  many  a  good  officer,  without  service,  and  what  then  was  his  title  to  induce 
Col,  Gordon  tCK  give  him  this  recommendation?  By  an  act  of  Parliament,  which 
he  had  never  heard  wa^^  repealed,  no  officer  could  be  placed  on  half-pay  unless  he 
had  joined  his  regiment  and  been  in  service  ;  and  thus  recommending  Capt. 
Maling  to  the  half-pay,  was  still  vrorse  than  making  him  a  Captain.  No  man 
was  less  disoosed  than  he  v.-as  to  restrain  the  Commander  in  Chief  from  having 
the  power  to  reward  merit,  but  that  power  ought  to  be  defened,  for  wherever  it 
was  not,  gross  abuses  and  malpractices  would  pre^^ail.  The  army  might  be  gra- 
tified l)y  seeing  splendid  actions,  or  great  services  rewarded,  by  their  perfonners 
being  put  over  the  heads  of  those  before  them,  but  they  never  could  endure 
to  see  this  done  for  persons  from  the  office  of  Colonel  (jonlon.  The  case  of 
Colonel  Gordon  himself  v,as  a  proof  of  these  abuses.  His  services  might  have 
deserved  a  reward,  but  he  would  not  go  so  far  as  to  say,  he  ought  to  have  been 
rewarded  at  the  expence  and  to  the  injury  of  several  hundred  deserving  officers. 
He  M-ould  not  go  so  far  as  to  *say,  that  he  ought  to  have  got  a  regiment  in  prefer- 
ence to  numerous  Brigadier  Generals,  Colonels,  and  senior  Lieutenant-Colonels. 
He  did  not  think  he  deserved  so  much,  and  now  that  gentlemen  had  had  time 
to  reflect  on  these  matters,  they  would  see  in  these  things  a  great  abuse  of  a 
■power  which  ought  not  to  be  vested  in  any  Commander  in  Chief  whatever. 

COLONEL  FRENCH'S  LEVY. 

The  next  case  to  which  he  called  their  serious  attention  was  the  very  strong  one 
of  Colonel  French's  Lt  vy.  The  first  witness  in  this  was  Capt.  Huxley  Sandon, 
whose  evidence  went  to  shew  that  he  had  an  interest  in  the  Levy,  and  applied 
to  Mrs.  Clarke  to  use  her  interest  with  the  Commander  in  Chief,  not  only 
for  the  original  letter  of  service,  but  for  many  favourable  alterations  in  it, 
during  Uie  progress  of  many  months.  He  then  stated  Mr.  Corri's  evidence, 
that  he  received  200/.  for  the  introducton  of  the  parties  to  Mrs.  Clarke,  and 
that  he  told  Sandon,  Mrs.  Clarke  said  sh«  could  recommend  no  one  but  persons 
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of  character,  vhose  business  miglit  go  through  tie  War-Ofilce  like  ethers. 
Dowler's  evidence  was  the  next;  who  reiuoiistrateci  with  Mrs.  Clarke  for  en- 
gaging in  such  affairs,  and  was  answered  by  lier,  that  she  did  so  on  accpunt  of  the 
Duke  of  York  bein^distressed  for  money.  Grant,  the  agent  for  the  Levy, 
spoke  to  tlie  fact  of  French  wishing  to  procure  a  loan  of  5000/.  for  tiie  Duke 
of  York.  Mrs.  Clarke,  to  the  negociation  for  her  iniluence,  and  her  receiving 
the  money.  Miss  Taylor,  to  the  conversation  slie  was  present  at  when  His 
Royal  Highness  asked  Mrs.  Clarke  how  French  behaved  to  her,  fa.  and 
Dockery  to  the  payment  of  500/.  for  plate,  to  Birkett  and  Co.  Froui  all 
these  corroborating  circumstances,  it  must  in  his  opujion  be  granted,  that  a  fee 
was  oiitered  to  Mrs.  Clarke,  accepted  and  paid,  in  consequence  of  the  partie? 
believing  she  had  performed  them  a  service  by  means  of  her  influence  with 
the  Commander  in  Chief.  The  next  point  to  be  considered  was,  whetlier 
Mrs.  Clarke  possessed  the  influence  ascribed  to  her,  and  used  it  in  this  instance. 
Mr.  Grant,  Dowler,  and  Sandon  agreed  on  this  point,  and  -Mrs.  Clarke  stated, 
that  she  gave  the  notes  she  received  from  Colonel  French  tp  the  Duke  of 
York.  For  months  they  were  m  the  habit  of  sending  her  money  for  the  favcuia 
she  procured  for  them,  for  wliich  it  was  clear  that  she  possessed  this  inlluenc<", 
and  used  it  in  their  belialf.  Here  he  should  call  the  attention  of  the  House  tt> 
Mrs.  Clarke's  letters  to  Capt.  Sandon.  The  first  letter  deserving  of  notice, 
was  that  in  which  Mrs.  Ckirke  tells  Sandon,  she  had  presented  the  papers  to 
the  Duke  of  York,  who  wculd  coinply  with  his  request,  and  telling  ihn,  to  call 
at  the  War-Office,  for  an  answer.  From  this  it  appeared,  that  iMrs.  Clarke 
knew  from  the  Duke  of  York,  what  was  to  be  done  at  the  office,  and  seemed 
as  well  aware  thai  the  official  course  was  to  be  attended  to,  as  Col.  Gordon 
himself.  Letter  3 1st,  "  I  hope  you  will  attend  the  Duke  to-day,  as  Clinton 
leaves  him  on  Thursday,  and  he  has  all  your  writings  in  hand:  he  will  not  leave 
his  oftice  till  six."  From  this,  the  hon.  gentleman  contended  it  was  clear, 
that  Mrs.  Clark t;  had  a  direct  communication  with  the  office,,  through  the  Duke 
of  York,  otherwise  how  could  she  tell  what  General  Clinton  was  doing.  Letter 
_,39,  stating  that  "  an  answer  was  left  out  at  the  oftice  for  Col.  French,  i.ud  that 
now  he  had  dropped  three  guineas  per  man,"  could  not  have  been  known  to 
Mrs.  Clarke  but  through  the  Commander  in  Chief.  In  letter  11,  Mrs.  Clarke 
informs  Sandon,  tliat  he  was  **  to  have  the  bounty  that  Pitt  is  to  give  to  the 
line,"  which  she  could  not  have  been  informed  of  but  by  the  Connnander  iu 
Chief.  In  letter  8,  he  maintained  she  appeared  as  a  direct  agent  for  the 
Duke  of  York,  telling  Sandon  "  to  get  on  faster  with  his  men,"  and  to  "  send 
her"  documents  of  the  exact  number  sent,  in  order  to  shew  them  to  the  Com- 
mander in  Chief.  On  letter  10,  the  hon.  gentleman  observed,  it  was  very 
natural  for  Mrs.  Clarke  to  suppose  that  Mr.  Greenwood,  if  he  saw  Sandon  at 
the  Opera  acquainted  with  her,  would  imagine  that  he  had  some  inliuence 
with  her,  and  by  m.entioning  it  to  the  Duke  of  York  place  him  in  an  aukward 
situation,  and  perhaps  oblige  him  to  give  up  the  Lev}',  which  would  be  injuri- 
ous to  both  parties.  Of  letter  6,  he  observed,  that  it  was  a  peculiar  circum- 
stance that  no  documents  were  to  be  found  on  the  table  relative  to  the  subject 
of  which  it  treated,  namely,  a  German  Le\'y.  though  there  were  no  official 
documents  to  sliew  by  what  authority  Col.  French  undertook  to  raise  men  ia 
Germany,  certain  it  was,  and  he  could  prove  it,  that  he  had  sent  recruiting 
parties  to  that  country. — If  therefore  no  official  authority  for  doing  so  could  be 
shewn,  and  it  could  be  proven  that  he  actually  did  this,  then  it  was  clear  he  did 
it  on  the  authority  of  Mrs.  Clarke  alone,  or  of  the  Duke  of  York  through  her, 
as  directed  in  this  letter.  By  this  it  was  seen  that  Mrs.  Clarke  examined  pro- 
posals for  raising  one  thousand  men  in  Germany,  and  made  a  report  thereon  to  the 
Duke  of  York,  acting,  in  this  instance,  in  the  capacity  of  Commander  in  Chief 
herself.  It  was  also  clear,  that  she  had  done  so  from  this  circun^stance,  that  she 
desired  Sandon  to  wait  upon  the  Duke  of  York  to  talk  over  these  very  alt^-ra- 
tion?.  She  represents  herself  as  having  suggested  them  to  him,  which  she  w  ould 
not  have  done  unless  she  had  really  held  such  a  conversation.  The  next  letter 
(No.  15),  stated  that  the  Duke  of  York  was  I**  very  angry  with  you  (Sandon) 
for  when  he  last  saw  you,  you  promised  him  300  foreigners,  and  y(!U  have  not 
produced  one.  O  yes,  Mr.  Sandon  is  a  pretty  fellow- ^o  dcjKiicl  on:'  This 
wa-s  a  positive  proof  that  the  German  recruiting  was  curried  on  with  the  know- 
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ledfreot  the  Duke  of  York.  It  was  also  a  proof  of  JNIrs,  Clarke^s  knowledge 
of  the  proposols  made  by  Sandon  to  the  Commander  in  Chief,  which  she  must 
hiive'been  made  aex^uainted  w^ith  by  his  Royal  Highness.  After  these  letters, 
in  addition  to  the  evidence  heard  at  the  bar,  there  could  be  no  (ioubt  on  the 
mind  of  any  on*-,  that  Mrs.  Clarke  possessed  influence  over  the  Commander  in 
Chief,  and  used  it  on  this  occasion.  ^ 

The  next  point  to  be  examined  w^^,  whether  the  Commander  in  Chief  knew 
of  Mrs.  Clarke's  receiving  pecuniary  consideration  for  the  use  of  her  influence. 
Mrs.  Clarke  asserts  that  she  told  him,  but  he  would  suppose  that  such  was  not 
the  case.  For  a  long  time  applications  without  end  were  made  ;  and  he  would 
ask,  was  it  possible  lor  liis  Koyal  Highness  to  assign  any  other  reason  for  her 
continued  exertion  and  interference,  but  that  she  received  a  necuniai^  reward 
for  her  labours.  He  would  have  asked  her  why  she  intercstea  herself  so  much 
for  Colonel  French's  Levy,  and  what  were  her'motives  for  wishing  so  earnestly 
to  procure  all  the  alterations  required.  What  answer  could  she  have  given  to 
such  interrogation  but  the  tj-ue  one,  that  she  received  money  for  her  influence. 
If  she  said  it  was  her  friendship  for  the  parties  tliat  induced  her  thus  w-armly  to 
espouse  their  cause,  such  a  declaration  would  not  have  been  very  satisfactory  to 
the  Duke  of  York.  From  this  he  inferred,  that  His  Roval  Highness  must  have 
made  such  an  inquiry,  and  would  have  been  satisfied  with  no  answer  but  the  true 
one,  that  a  benencial  consideration  was  paid  to  M'rs.  Clarke  for  her  services. 
Money  was  sent  to  her  for  this  transaction  at  all  times,  without  concealment  or 
reserve,  and  not  at  all  as  it  would  have  been,  had  Mrs.  Clarke  been  afraid  of  its 
coming  -to  the  knowledge  of  the  Duke  of  York.  It  also  appeared  from  the  evi-n 
dence  of  Mrs.  Clarke  rjid  Mr.  Dowler,  that  a  loan  of  5,000/.  was  negociated 
for  His  lloyal  Highness  himself,  which  had  not  much  the  appearance  of  a  wish 
lo  conceal  these  thinss  from  him.  Another  point  which  evinced  the  Duke  of 
York's  knowledge  of  this  traffic  was,  that  the  expenditure  of  the  establishments 
nr  Gloi)cester-Place  and  Weybridge,  exceeded  the  mode  of  supply.  This  was 
to  be  attended  to  in  every  part  of  the  question.  Miss  Taylor's  evidence  was 
also  so  natural  and  conclusive,  that  if  it  did  not  carry  conviction  with  it,  he 
would  be  ready  to  give  up  his  cause  : — *'  French  worries  me  continually  about 
the  Lew  bu>iaess,  and  is  always  wanting  something  more  in  his  own  favour. 
How  does  he  behave  to  you,  darling?"  To  which  Mi-s  Clarke  answers, 
"  Middling :  not  very  well ;"  and  his  Eoyal  Highness  rejoins,  **  Master 
French  nuist  mind  what  he  is  about,  or  I  sliall  cut  him  up  and  his  Levy  too.'* 
Even  if  luvr^upported  bv  any  ^ther  proof,  he  would  think  upon  this  testimony 
aloDP the  point  incontrovertible.  But  there  were  other  strongly  ccrroborating 
rircunistances,  which  would  of  themselves  establish  this  case.  1  he  payment  of 
the  s<*rvice  of  j)late  might  be  thouglit  sufiicient  for  that  purpose.  Mrs. 
Ckrke  paid  50o/.  of  this,  and  the  Duke  of  York  paid  the  remainder  by  his 
own  bills,  Mrs.  Clarke  said  she  paid  this  500/.  from  the  money  she  received 
from  Colonel  French,  and  it  appeared  from  the  documents  on  the  table,  that  the 
letter  of  service  for  which  French  gave  her  at  once  500  guineas,  was  dated  the 
30th  of  April,  and  she  paid  the  sum  of  500/.  to  Birkett  on  the  18th  of  May  fol- 
lowing.. No  attempt  was  made  on  the  other  side,  to  shew  that  she  had  received 
a  sum  to  this  amount  from  the  Duxe  of  York  about  the  time,  and  it  was  evi- 
dent that  he  must  have  been  aware  of  her  having  m.ade  this  payment  for  the 
plate,  of  which  he  paid  the  remaindep.  It  was  very  natural  that  he  should 
wish  to  know  where  she  got  the  500/.  and  doubtless  he  did  know  precisely 
from  whence  it  came.  He  had  again  to  advert  to  the  loan  of  5000/.  which 
Mrs.  Clarke  never  cculd  have  negociated  without  the  knowledge  of  the  Duke 
ef  York,  as  it  would  have  been  absolute  folly  to  proceed  with  tnat  which  could 
not  be  brought  to  a  conclusion,  without  his  becoming  a  principal  party  in  it  by 
giving  the  proper  security,  and  still  think  it  necessary  to  be  kept  a  secret  from 
him.  The  next  point  arose  from  the  official  do<unients  on  the  table. — Colonel 
French  made  a  regular  application,  and  obtained  a  letter  of  service  to  raise  500O 
inen  in  thirteen  months,  with  power  to  Government  to  discontinue  the  Levy,  if 
•JOOO  men  were  not  raised  by  it  in  nine  months.  Seven  months  after  the  date 
of  the  letter  of  ser\  ice  only  200  men  were  raised,  and  the  bounty  was  advanced. 
By  a  letter,  dated  Jan.  15,  1805,  Colonel  French  makes  a  heavy  complaint 
vigain>t  Brig.-Gener.ll  Taylor,  who  was  at  the  head  of  the  recruiting  service  iji 
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Ireland.  In  answer  to  the  letter  from  C<>1.  Gordon  to  Mr.  Kirkman  on  this 
subject)  a  letter  was  received  from  Mri  Kirkman,  inclosing  one  from  General 
Taylor,  which  repels  the  charge  of  Col.  French,  and  ptfints  out  to  the  Com- 
mander in  Chief  that  it  was  a  Levy  without  men,  and  that,  from  the  little  exer- 
tion used  or  to  be  expected,  and  the  number  of  oflicers  and  non-commissioned 
otilicers,  every  man  raised  cost  the  co\nitry  150/.  That  Colonel  French  was 
only  giving  a  bounty  of  eleven  guineas  and  a  half,  while  those  recruiting  around 
him  were  giving  id  guineas.  This  was  at  the  end  of  nine  months,  when  they 
had  raiseil  but  i^OO  men,  instead  of  the  4000,  which  they  were  bound  to  do  ; 
and  considering  the  strong  language  used  by  General  Taylor,  he  could  not  help 
being  surprized  at  the  Levy  being  allowed  to  go  on  another  hour.  After  a  do- 
cument, which  shewed  to  the  Commander  in  Chief  that  every  man  raised  by 
this  Levy  cost  the  people,  burdened  with  taxes  beyond  their  power  to  pay,  one 
hundred  and  fifty  pounds  ;  and  stated  the  vile  and  abominable  practice  of  ofii- 
cers  and  men  connected  with  it,  was  it  possible  that  any  influence  could  induce 
the  Duke  of  York  to  suffer  it  to  go  on,  to  suffer  so  vile  and  abomin^le  a  job, 
ruinous  to  the  best  interests  of  the  country,  to  continue.  God  knew  what  that 
influence  %\-a'=:,  it  was  surely  greater  than  even  Mrs.  Clarke's,  since  the  remon- 
strance of  General  Taylor  produced  no  other  effect  than  a  gentle  hint  in  a  letter 
to  raise  men  more  rapidly.  In  ans\\cr  to  this  heavy  accusation  against  Col. 
Frencii,  Col:  (Gordon  writes  to  Mr.  Kirkman  on  23t'h  February,  stating  tliat 
Gen.  Taylor  had  formed  a  premature  judgment.  A  premature  judgment! 
after  nine  months  trial,  who  could  believe  that  such  things  were  and  had  ever 
existed.  This  letter  inclosed  one  from  General  Whitelocke  to  Colonel  French, 
informing  him,  that  unless  a  very  coiisidcrable  increase  took  place  in  the  num- 
bers recruited  for  the  Levy,  prior  to  the  1st  of  April  next,  His  Koyal  High- 
ness would  feel  himself  under  the  necessity  of  discontinuing  it.  The  next  do- 
cument was  a  letter  from  Gen.  Whitelocke  to  Col.  Gordon,  dated  l4th  April, 
.stating  the  above-,  ind  tiiat  only  219  men  had  been  raised  in  12  months,  instead 
of  5000  in  13  months;  recommending,  therefore,  to  discontinue  the  Levy. 
What  could  have  induced  the  Commander  in  Chief  to  go  on  after  this?  He 
firmly  believed,  if  Gen.  Whitelocke  had  not  interfered,  the  Levy  would  not 
have  been  stopped  at  all.  A  third  letter  from  General  WhitelocKe  to  CoL 
Gordon  inclosing  the  Inspector  General  of  the  Recruiting  Service  in  the  Lon- 
don District^  Colonel  Robinson' =;,  formal  complaint  again>t  -the  whole  of  the 
temporary  Serjeants  of  Colonel  French's  Levy,  as  behaving  in  a  manner  infa- 
mous and  disgraceful  to  the  service,  and,  instead  of  recru.ting  for  the  Levy, 
crimping  for  other  corps.  When  this  was  seen  at  home,  the  Commander  ir» 
Chief  stopped  the  Levy,  as  not  so  productive  as  might  have  been  expected. 
This  was  the  first  proceeding  of  the  Comm.ander  in  Chief  towards  men  pro- 
tected by  his  mistress.  Was  there  a  gentleman  who  heard  him,  or  a  military" 
©fificer  acquainted  with  the  service,  who  believed  they  would  have  been  thus 
treated,  unless  they  had  been  under  this  protection  ?  Yet,  on  the  20th  April, 
they  dared  to  insult  the  Commander  in  Ciuef  with  another  proposition  to  con- 
tinue the  Levy,  under  certain  modifications;  They  durst  not  have  done  so, 
had  they  not  known  who  protected  them.  Colonel  Gordon  answers  that  the 
request  could  not  be  complied  with.  P'rom  these  official  documents,  a  con- 
vincing proof  was  offered  to  every  dispassionate  man,  that  an  incalculable  bur- 
den had  been  laid  on  the  country ;  and  that  for  every  guinea  Mrs.  Clarke  re- 
ceived, the  people  paid  eighty  by  this  destructive  system.  After  impartially 
weighing  the  whole  of  this  evidence,  if  any  man  could  say,  that  the  Du^  of 
York  was  not  a  pafty  in  these  transaction';,  no  evidence  on  earth  was  capable  of 
convincing  him. 

<^AFTA1N  TONYN. 

In  this  ca>e  ^Ir.  Donovan  stated,  that  Captain  Tonyn  had  agreed  to  pay  500/- 
for  the  majority,  and  that  he  afterwards  wished  to  receive  his  deposit  money 
back  again.  Captain  Sandon  corroborated  this,  with  the  exception  of  a  contra- 
diction as  to  who  mentioned  the  busini?ss  :  and  added,  that  when  Capt.  Tonyn 
wished  to  w  ithdraw  the  memorandum  for  500/.  he  informed  Mrs.  Clarke,  who 
said  he  was  a  shabby  fellow,  and  to  get  him  to  wait,  for  which  purpose  she  gave 
him  a  note  to  shew  Captain  TonAii,  who  was  induced  from  that  to  w^ait  for  seve- 
tal  Gazettes.     Mrs.  Clarke  coniintied  these  statements,  and  afGimed,  that  she 
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ijot  only  received  the  moncv,  biit  informed  His  Royal  Highness  of  the  same, 
Colonel  Gordon,  on  the  other  hand,  stated,  that  the  transaction  was  pcrfectly 
rejinlar,  and  broni'Jit  forward  the  official  document=;  to  prove  it.  The  testimony 
of  Donovan  and  Sandon,  he  conceived  to  be  satisfactory  proof  that  money^was 
oUered  ;  that  promoti(;n  took  place  ;  and  that  tiie  payment  siipulated  was  paid 
in  consequence  of  tliat  takin^z;  place.  \N  ith  respect  to  the  note,  it  was  clear 
from  it  what  the  Commander  in  Chief  thouglit  of  the  business,  and  w]iat  sliai'e 
he  took  in  it.  He  bcqc;cd  the  House  a(2;aiu  to  attend  to  Mrs.  Clarke's  letters 
to  C^apt.  b'andon.  Letter  No.  11,  meiuioro,  that  *'  the  D.  telU  me  it  will  be 
at  h\ik  three  weeks  before  Tonyn  can  be  made,  however  the  thing  is  done.'^ 
IJpon  looking  at  the  consequence,  it  would  be  seen,  that  all  this  Droved  true^ 
From  the  tenor  of  the  letter  9,.  it  appeared  that  Captam  Tonyn  had  objected  to 
the  regiment  to  which  he  was  attached,  and  that  the  Duke  of  York  had  wished 
to  stop'  his  being  gazetted,  but  was  too  late.  The  official  documents  on  Cap- 
tain Tonyn' s  appointment  were  indeed  regular,  but  they  had  already  seen  that 
Mr.%  Clarke  was  always  aware  of  the  necessity  of  having  every  thing  fair  in  that 
quarter.  Mrs.  Clarke  stated  in  evidc.ice  that  she  had  informed  his  Uoyal  Hlgli- 
hess  the  Duke  of  York  of  the  application,  Sec.  and  the  truth  of  this  was  strongly 
corroborated  by  Captain  Sandon's  testimony,  which  proved  that  on  the  Satur- 
(h\\  or  Tuesday  after  the  Wednesday  on  which  he  shewed  the  note  to  Captaia 
Tonvn,  he  was' gazetted.  As  for  this  note  no  doubt  remained  on  his  mind,  that  it 
was  written  l)y  tiie  Commander  in  Cliief.  It  Mas  addressed,  to  "  Ceorge  Far- 
quhar,"  and  to  prove  to  Captain  Tonyn,  that  itv.as  written  by  the  Duke  to  Mrs. 
C'^larke.  Cap*.  Sandcn  carried  with  him  another  similar  address  to  be  shewn  to 
that  gentleman.  It  had  been  strongly  urged,  that  tliis  letter  was  rf  forgery ;  but 
he  Wished  to  observe,  that,  if  Mrs.  Clarke  had  forged  it,  it  would  have  been  a<i 
easy  for  her  to  nut  the  address  of  "  Mrs.  Clarke"  upon  it  as  that  of  George 
Farquhar.  AN'hy  should  >lie  not  rather  do  so  than  adopt  the  private  address, 
only  known  to  iiierself  and  the  Duke  of  York?  thereby  imposing  upon  herself 
the  trouble  of  convincing  Captain  Tonyn,  a  person  v.ho  knew  nothing  of  these 
concealed  addresses,  by  shewing  covers  from  other  letters  ;  that  this  was  a  legi- 
timate note  from  His  Royal  Highness  to  her.  Where  was  the  sense  of  all  this 
mvsterv,  since,  if  slie  liad  put  Mrs.  Clarke  upon  it,  Captain  Tonyn  would  have- 
seen  at  "once  it  wa*.  to  her,  and  there  would  have  been  no  trouble  in  the  matter: 
•  There  was  another  point  to  which  he  wi-hi-d  to  direct  the  attention  of  the  House. 
Every  per-ou  who  iiad  attended  to  Captain  Sandon's  evidence,  mu<t  have  been 
convinced  that  he  was  hoslde  tov>ard.s  Mrs.  Clarke;  would  he  not  then  have 
taken  advantage  of  his  knowledgt*  of  this  forgery,  and,  by  exposing  the  whole 
transaction,  overthrown  that  witne>s  ?  lie  had  not  done  so,  ■^nd  this  operated 
lipon  his  mind  iu  a  positive  convi(ti<'n  that  the  note  v\as  notforgcd.  It  was  thus 
p'roven  that  Mrs.  Clarke  liad  not  only  the  power  of  '^rantin?,  but  of  stopping 
promotions  ;  and  it.was  also  demonstrated  thiit  His  Royal  Highness  the  Com-' 
maufler  in  Ciiief  was  a  kn'owlng  party  in  thi-^  affair,  as  it  was  impossible  for  iVlrs. 
Clarke  to  retard  the  giuotting  of  Captain  'I'ouyn,  but  through  his  means  and 
interference. 

COL.  SHAW'S  APPOINTMENT. 

The  hon.  mcnd)er  then  adverted  to  the  case  of  Col.  Shaw,  who,  from  tlie 
-evidence  delivered  at  the  bar,  it  appeared  had  agreed  to  gi\«e  Mrs.  Clarke 
lOOCff:  for  his  appointment,  half  which  smn  she  actually  received  at  two  diffe- 
Rint  payments,  but  failing  to  pay  the  remainder,  through  her  influence  he  was 
place'd  on  half-pay.  Tliis  fact  was  clearly  stated  by  Mrs.  Clarke,  and  her  e^'i- 
dence  was  in  some  measure  corroborated  b}'  that  of  Mr.  C.  Shaw .  He  next 
brought  forward  the  correspondence  between  General  Burrard  and  Colonel 
Crordon,  relating  to  Colonel  Shaw,  from  which  it  appeared,  that  all  the  interest 
of  General  r>urrard,  <-ombined  with  ColQnel  Shav.'s  knowledge  was  insufii- 
cient  to  procure  him  a  promotion  or  exchange.  But  from  a  letter  of  a  subse- 
<}uent  date,  wherein  he. says,  that  he  gr;;tefully  accepts  the  situation  of  Deputy 
Barrack  Master  Geneval,  it  appeared  something  had  been  done  for  him,  thoufrh 
be  was  still  to  remain  on  half-pay.  Now  after  tJ^e  little  disposition  shewn  by  His 
Royal  Highness  to  serve  Col.  Shaw,  he  could  not  bring  himself  to  think  it  by 
AXiy  means  probable  tliat  Colonel  Siiaw  should  be  appointed  Deputy  Barrack 
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\ut<-  „n1(>«  th-it  influence  whicliliad  be™  exerted  iii  Ijehali  of  Di.  O  M  ira 
5Ia.te.    in  le>>   h.a  n  lue  ,  ^^^^  ^^  .^^  j^._.  ^^^      ^  ^         ^^.^,  „„., 

on  Gei-.eral  ,<^,';'\f,  "f  U,"tM  ^.e  xvhich  lie  uislie.l  lo  i.oint  out  to  t!.e  uUauioi. 
more  p^irt  ot  *-"'"''«'*'"", J '.flj^l^^hi^-  thought  h  .r.sdf  aii  iniured  ir^an  in 
of  the  Home,  »f'^f>>/  *'^;'>;;'^i'\,:S.,,,v.  °l'he  honourable  pentleinaa 
h^r^reX^'lop'  let tel  f  Sn  Coktrilu™  'cU^ted  oU  the  l.uuud.  May  17U>,. 
iZ  comoKIm;, .  o?  the  severe  hardship,  lo  which  he  xva,  exposed  througu 
i  °^  onS  avf  After  r.on.e  appropriate  cotument.  en  the  ;^^«;-  "f^ \- 
loncl'Sha.-,  ,1,  -eonsequence  f ';°\,P:J'»f,„f  ,:;,t'"';  ,  Vo  e  h  o«^>  tte 
ir/erlnrto'tXt^rcro    ^InetherniS^ 

;nTr.^c.  V  her'^hat  t  ^SLminated?  bl'that  lus  ''PPoU<U-nt  .as  neces^^ 

,,v  delayed. i,^M.NI.nby's^>ad^.;k^P^^^^^^ 

had  spoken  to  M/.  C    Long  <w  the  .ujj  ,j,.^^  ^^^  ^^^^     ,^^  ^ 

l,een  corroborated  uithe  '"' .^^;;- ';;r"""M;„t  i,e  ignorant  of  such  transactions, 
strong  proot  tha  the  On\fot\o^^c^^^"o^^-^ 


7  ^    A  t       r^\-  vi'o  l^wl  '^-  Pv  had  a  rommuiiicatiou  with  him  on  Uie  sut)iecl, 


Clarke,  and'through  her  iiilluerxe  only. 

SAMUEL  CAUTEK. 

The  next  case  he  v^uld  advert  ^^^ff,^::^ 
Clarke's  toot-boy;  it  apppeared  "^  ^^  ^'^ '^^^^  ^^  ^^^  ^,^^^y^S  his  coin-. 
through  her  nitluence  ^vith  liie  Commaudei  m  C h . e t  he  ^^^^  0'^        j   ,     ^ 

niis.-<Si:  that  he  went  irom  her  f^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^.l^ed '^^^       scowered 
peared  in  evidence,  that  he  v/ent  behmci  her  ^:^;'%;_y^^^  \^,,^^  „f  York 

on  Samuel  Carter,  His  Royal  Higlmess  voluntarily  ^^^^^^^ 
mistress's  foot-boy.  Samuel  Carter's  appointn>ent  ^^^\^-^^  v/.thout  bein^r 
tion  had  been  made  for  hlin  three  year,  betore  ^^^^^^'^{^^  How 
followed  up  as  usual,  by  u-;^mona!,  and  \^'«  ^^^^^^  -^Jr'^-  ^j^..  Commander  in 
could  it  be  supposed  that  it  was  l^.io-.n  f,'^^^\^:,^^^,dv,:^  in 
Chief  after  a  three  years  sd^icp,  ^^'^^^^^^^^^^^T^^^r  quarter. 
existence,    unle.^  the  ^-Pfii^^^'-^^^  ,h'^^\^,^V^,-^y'^-Vr' .t 

Letters  tVom  Curler  iiad  been  produced  1^1^^^  ^^  ^^  .lonTe^efuf^^^  to  dis- 
Clarke  for  placing  liim  in  that  situation,  and  toe  ^^^^^^^^^^^  .ou.lm.nt. 
sipate  everv  doubt  as  to  the  quarter  from  ''^^^^^^^,7,,^V.^^3'^.;.:...Vxer*.ed  her 
^o  doubt;hethcu^^ht,covdd  be  entertained  ot  ;\\^- ^  ,^;^^^^;^^^^^  ,nd  if  her 
iniluence  over  the  Commander  m  Chief  in  behalf  o    he    loot  ^o.    ^  ^^^ 

influence  extended  so  far  as  tx>  compass  ^^^^?^';^h,^  X;^Diike  of  York 
say  how  far  it  mi.,Ut  extet^l;,  tor  a^  lie  had  already  g^^o,  ihe  u  _ 

must  have  known  Samuel  Carter  had  served  Iv.r..  Ciarkt  .a 
city  of  a  foot-boy.  M  A  *  OR  TURNEl^ 

He  would  next  sav  a  few  wo^  on  the  c^s.  of  Major  7^^f  ^'  7^^™ 

.    to';^i;;:^^^Ull  retain  his  -kj.b^  --  ^Z^^^t^'^uti:^^, 

cpience  of  a  letter  received  by  iiis  ^''^ '^ .^Xf  ^J^^^^^^^^       letter  like  thi? 

^mplaining  of  his   deportment  towards  a    .^y.     WW  ^^j  »^  ..^,^  ,1^, 

.     ,toi>]he  regular  routine  -}^:}-^^t^^^:^^  authority  of  an 
conduct  ot  an  officer?      Ihis  Jivoutci  iu\e  ue«.ii     ^i  anonvmous 
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anonymous  letter ;  in  the  present  instance,  it  was  even  worfe  than  an  anony- 

Jnous  letter,  thut  the  Commander  in  Chief  should,  in  a  manner,  make 
limself  a  party  with  such  a  woman.  And  the  inquiry  into  the  conduct  of  a  de- 
serving; onicer,  which  must,  at  the  time,  throw  a  slur  on  his  character,  he 
thought  reflected  no  honour  on  those  who  caused  it.  After  slightly  alluding  to 
the  case  of  Mr.  Kennett,  the  hon.  gentleman  informed  the  House,  that  as*iie 
conceived  it  his  duty  to  state  his  sentiments  without  disguise,  he  iiad  thrown 
them  into  the  form  ol  an  address. 

1  have  been  induced  (observed  the  hon.  member)  to  come  forward,  and  to 
perform  my  duty  according  to  the  best  of  my  judgment,  I  have  stated  my  sen^ 
tinients  without  the  smallest  disguise  on  this  mo-t  unportant  occasion.  I  would  be 
the  last  man  on  earth  to  wound  the  feelings  of  this  Illustrious  Individual  unneces- 
sarily, but  the  duty  which  I  owe  my  country  is  paramount  to  every  other  consi- 
deration.    Therefore,  Sir,  1  beg  leave  to  n^ove, 

**  That  an  humble  Address  be  presented  to  his  Majesty,  stating,  that  his  faith- 
ful Commons  have  had  evidence  produced  at  their  bar,  of  certain  corrupt  prac- 
tices having  existed  for  some  years  past  in  the  disposal  of  commissions  and  prcw 
motions  in  the  armv.  That  his  faithful  Commons  having  carefully  examined, 
witnesses  with  due  deliberation,  feel  themselves,  with  concern  and  asionishment, 
obliged,  by  their  duty  to  their  constituents,  to  declare,  that  the  result  of  their 
deliberate  inquiries,  after  patiently  examining  a  variety  of  documxCnts,  is,  that  in 
their  opinion  the  existence  of  such  corrupt  practices  has  been  substantially 
proved  ;  that  they  are  restrained,  by  motives  of  personal  respect,  from  entcrmg 
into  a  detail  of  all  that  has  come  out  in  evidence,  as  they  are  convinced  the  extent 
to  which  the  abuses  complained  of  have  existed  could  not  be  stated  to  his  Nlajesty, 
xrithout  exciting  in  his  bosom  the  most  acute  sensations  of  pain  and  indignation ; 
without  endeavouring  fully  to  develope  all  the  conse([uences  of  the  existence  of 
such  abuses,  they  cannot  refrain  from  pointing  one  great  evil  likely  to  result  from 
them  ;  should  an  opinion  get  abroad  in  the  armies  of  his  Majesty,  that  promotions 
'•vere  thus  obtained,  in  a  manner  unjust  to  the  arm}',  and  disgracer'ul  to  authori- 
ties which  countenance^  them,  its  effects  must  be  fatal.  That  it  is  the  opinion  of 
this  House,  that  such  abuses  could  not  exist  to  the  extent  to  which  they  haye  been 
proved  to  exist,  without  the  knowledge  of  the  Commander  in  Chief;  and  if 
they  did,  if  that  could  be  urged  in  his  favour,  the  conunand  could  not  in  safety, 
or  in  prudence,  be  entrusted  to  him  any  longer.  His  Majesty's  faithfid  Com- 
Tnons,  therefore,  are  of  opinion,  the  Duke  of  York  ought  to  be  deprive(\^of  the 
command  of  the  army." 

Mr.  Bukton  thought  it  incumbent  on  him  lo  express  his  sentiments  on 
this  important  occasion  ;  he  was  conscious  no  man  more  unconnected  with 
ministers  could  speak  in  that  House.  He  Ind  had  the  honour  of  knowing 
the  hon.  gentleman  who  brought  the  charges  forward  nejr  twenty  years,  and 
of  admiring  the  military  talents  which  he  hail  displayed  in  the  silualion  he 
lield  in  Ireland.  If  then,  when  the  affair  was  brou;j;ht  forward,  he  had  any 
fcias,  that  bias  was  certainly  not  in  favour  of  the  Duke  o\'  York.  He'  indeed, 
had,  like  others,  been  perhaps  too  much  inlluenced  by  the  general  clamour 
raised  against  his  Royal  Highness;  he  however  determined  lo  divest  himself 
of  every  unfair  prejudice,  and  review  the  whole  as  impartially  as  if  he  had 
l)een  in  that  Court  in  which  he  has  the  honour  to  sit.  Anxious  to  gain  every 
requisite  information,  he  attended  the  Committee  with  a  view  of  gaining  as 
j^ood  an  idea  of  the  degree  of  attention  which  ought  to  be  given  to  each  wit- 
Jiess,  as  a  person  in  his  situation  could  hope  to  obtain.  He  next  had  the 
evidence  read  to  him  word  for  word,  from  beginning  to  end,  and  a  great 
part  of  it  more  than  once.  When  a  mass  of  evidence  is  to  be  considered,  ' 
in  his  opinion,  it  is  proper  first  to  consider  what  should  not  be  considered  as 
evidence,  and  next  to  decide  wliat  ought  to  be  received  as  such.  On  a  re- 
view of  the  whole,  what  he  had  mos'i  lo  lament  was,  the  improper  connec-. 
fion  which  had  subsisted  between  his  Royal  Highness  and  Mrs.  Clarke.  He 
deplored  it  as  a  sin  against  heaven,  and  as  manilesiing  a  contempt  i'or  human 
laws.    B4t  they  were  not  to  decide  on  the  conduct  oi  ih(^  Duke  of  York,  con-: 
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siderecl  In  a  moral  point  of  view  ;  it  ivas  not  for  that  tribunal  to  pa!;s  lU  cen- 
sure  on  the  Commander  in  Chief  for  having  broken  the  marriage  vow,  it  was 
their  province   to  consider  the  Report  of  a  Committee,   mnd  to  what  the 
inquiry  of  thai  Committee  should  be  limited.    They  were  not  to  inquire  inia 
the  ch  uacler  ol"  his  Royal  Highness,  any  farther  than  it  was  connected  with 
tlie  abuser  which  had  been  slated  to  exist ;  all  they  had  to  inquire  into  was, 
Ihe  disposal  of  commissions  in   the  army.     He  next  conceived  it  his  duty  to 
disencumber  the  evidence  from  all  extraneous  matter;  a  most  laborious  task, 
as  a  greu  deal  of  that  which  had  been  called  evidence,  would  not  have  been 
received   in  anv  court  of  justice  in  the  kingdom,    from  the  highest  to  the 
lowest.     One  oi  the  functions  of  that  Hou'se  was,  to  clear  evidence  from  that 
which  was  not  evidence  :  another  was  to  seek  evidence,  whenever  it  could 
be  found.     It   was  their  duty  to  have  the  information  they  received,  to  the 
fountain  head,  till  that  which  they  consider  as  evidence  becomes  such  as  a 
solemn  tribunal  may   deliberate  o'n   with   propriety.     He  next  proceeded  to 
di<;card   all  hear-say  evidence,   and  then  proceeded  to  consider  what  evi- 
dence>  deserved  to  be  regarded  as  accomplices,  out  6f  the  78  which  had  been 
examined  at  the  bar.     One  of  the  fust  laws  o^admitling  the  evidence  of  an 
accomplice  was,  that  it  shall  be  supported  by  the  unimpeachable  evidence  of 
others,  and  that  it  should  moreover  be  corroborated  by  circumstances  con- 
nected  with   the  crime.     If  he  was  wrong,  he  called  on  his  brethren  who 
heard  him   to  correct  any  inaccuracy  he  might  stand  convicted  of ;  they  had 
bc^Uer  memories,  and  greater  abilities  than   he  could  boast ;  but  if  the  ex- 
perience of  many  years  did  not  deceive  him,  he  was  correct.    Were  not 
such  the  Iaw«!  of  evidence,  the  property  of  every  man  would  be  exposed  to 
the  worst  of  all  wretches  continually.     He  had  known  false  evidence  given 
so  glibly  and  so  plausible  in  appearance,  that  but  for  the  impracticability  of 
corroborating  it  in  the  manner  he  just  mentioned,  it  would  have  passed  un- 
suspected.    After  reasoning  on   the  nature  of  evidence  more  at  large,  the 
learned  member  proceeded  to  descant  on  the  inconsistencies  of  Mrs.  Favery's 
testimony,  which  would  be  found  not   only  to  contradict  itself,  but  abso- 
lutely opposite  to  that  of  unimpeachable  evidences.     She  represented  Mr. 
Ellis's  family  as  running  continually  from  place  to  place,  to  screen  themselves 
from  creditors— as  continually  changing  their  abode.     She   had  represented 
him  to  be  a  carpenter,  while  it  appeared  on  inquiry  that  he  was  a  respectable 
clergyman,  Master  of  Merchant  Tailor's  School— had  never  had  occasion  to 
screen  himself  from  his  creditors — had  not  changed  his  abode— and,  in  fine, 
that   the   whole  of  her  evidence  was  so  contaminated  by  falsehood,  that  it 
ought  to  be  disregarded  altogether.    Though,  at  the  same  time,  he  thought 
it  proper  tiiat  it  should  lie  open  tc;  every  possible  remark  that  could  be  made 
on  it,     The  hon.  and  learned  gentleman  then  stated,  that  twenty-eight  asser- 
tions had  been  made  by  Mrs.  Clarke,  which  it  appeared  were  false,  he  could 
not  give  each  of  them  from  memory,  and  some  he  would  not  refer  to,  as  he 
thought  them  beneath    the  consideration  of  the  House.     She  was  asked,  it 
she  had  ever  represented  herself  as  a  widow.     In  reply  she  stated  she  never 
had  but  in  joke,  except  once  on  a  court  martial.     That  assertion  was  evi- 
dently a  direct  falsehood,  as  she  had   gained  credit  with  a  Mr.  Few  by  talk- 
ing of  her  late  husband.     And   representing  herself  to  a  Mr.  Nicholls  as  a 
widow,  she  had  stated  her  iiusiband  die<l  three  months  before.     She  had  been 
asked,  if  she  had  ever  represented  herself  as  Mrs.  Dowler,  to  which  she  re- 
plied  in  the  negative.     But  it   is  obvious,  that  to  many  tradesmen  she  was 
known  only  as  Mrs.  Dowler.     Mr.  Reid,  of  Slaughter's  Coffee-house,  knew 
her  but  as  Mrs.  Dowler.     She  was  introduced  by  the  waiter  as  Mrs.  Dowler, 
she  had  answered  to  iliat  nasne,  and  was  not  affronted  at  being  called  by  it. 
/'  The 
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The  Hoa>c  would  call  (o  mind  ihe  evidence  of  (he  porter,  who  had  carried 
wine  to  her,  directed  lo  Mrs-  Dowler,  which  she  had  received.  There  was 
another  instance  of  wine  bein^  sent  to  her  as  Mrs.  Dowler,  in  Weslboume- 
:place,  Sloane  square.  He  would  not  speak  of"  all  the  circunxstapces,  but  he 
would  aver,  upon  his  honour,  that  in  her  evidence  there  was  not  less  than 
tvventy-eigiit  contradictions;  she^  was  contradicted  by  ihirleen  persons,  by 
;>ome  ot  them  in  two,  three,  or  /bur  tiines.  Such  evidence  ought  lo  be 
ibrovvn  out  on  the  trial  of  the  meanest  criminal.  The  Hon^ie  would, next 
have  to  consider  what  remained  to  fix  guilt  on  the  Duke  of  ^  ork.  Jt  was 
wndeniable  that  abases  iiad  existed,  but  how  were  those  to  be  charp;ed  to  the 
Duke  of  York.  He  tlien  entered  into  a  detail  of  Col.  Gordon's  evivdcnce, 
of  which  he  spoke  in  very  hij^h  torm^.  and  mentioned  the  subject  of  the 
note  said  to  have  been,  given  by  the  Duke  of  York  to  a  servant  lo  ^et 
changed.  To  prove  this  Mrs.  Favery  had  been  brought  forward,  but  thi.s 
famous  witness  had  proved  unable  lo  substantiate  the  fact.  Lodowick  staled 
he  changed  no  note  of  the  kind  ;  Peirson  had  beqn  called  twice  to  the  bar, 
fcttt  the  first  lime  he  had  a  convtmient  head-ache,  which  look  away  his  me- 
mory, and  at  last  all  that  had  been  proved  wa^  ihat  a  servant  had  been  seen 
to  change  a  note  lor  his  mistress.  AVa-;  it  to  be  supposed  that  she  never  had 
a  note  of  200/.  I  Bank-notes  had  been  sent  to  her  under  cover  from  the 
bankers  :  why  might  it  not  be  one  of  them  I 

The   hon.   member   would  lake  it  upon  hlrn  to  say,  that,  independent  of 
what  he  had  already  shewn,  there  were  oJ.her  cases  m  which  the  connectioti 
of  criminality  with  the  accused    was   by  no  raeaiis  clearly  established.      He 
would  refer  gentlemen  to  the  statement  of  \\Irs.  Clarke,  as  to  the  first  appli- 
cation in  Col.  Knight's  case,  made  by  her  to  the  Commander  in  Chief.     In 
answer  lo  the  que^ion  which   was  put  to  her  on  that  head,  and  in  which  she 
was  supported  by  the  statement  of  Col.  Wardle,  she  said,  that  her  first  ap- 
plication was  on   the  2ith  of  July.     This  she  fixed  upon  from  absolute  recol- 
Jection,  being  fully  prepared  by  the  tranquillity  ofchamber deliberation  to  da 
so.     The  SdVAC  answer  was  given  to   the  same  question  by  that  meddling 
physician   (Dr.  Thynne),     But  if  gentlemen  would  look   at  official    mu:* 
Rimentii,   ti.ey  would  perceive  that  the   object  of  the  application  was  ac- 
complished twi;  days  previous  to  the  time  when  it  was  stated  to  have  beeij 
jnade.      For,  in  answer  to  the  communication   from  Col.  Gordon  to   the 
Duke  of  York,  in  the  regular  way,  the  Duke  signified  his  acquiescence  on 
the  Q3<\  ;  it  did  not,  and  could  not  reach  town  from  Weymouth,  where  be 
then■wa«^,  before   the  2-ith,  and   on    tb.e  25th  the  business   received   the 
royal  fiat-     The  very  day  on  which  the  application  is  represented  as  in  its 
iiTsl  sti'ge  was,  that  wh.ereon  the  matter  it  had  for  its  object  v.'us  fin-ally  ac- 
complished.    It  tlierefore,  he  must  say,  was   a  cate  wholly   repugnant  to 
common  justice  to  insist  on.  ,  He   would  next  call  their  attention  to  the 
circumstance  proved  by  the  evidence  of  three  or  four  witnesses ;  namely, 
that  Mrs.  Clarke  wislied  any  of  the  transactions  which  she  thus  eng.iged  in, 
U)  be  kept  a   profound  secret   from  the  Commander  in  Chief.     This  she 
herself  denied  ;  and   upon  questio^is  being  put   to    evidence,    whether  she 
J^ad  expressed  tier  concern  m  a  general  manner,  that  it  should  be  concealed 
from  the  public,  their  answers  were,   that  her  express  desire  was  to  have  it 
concealed   from   the  Comniander  in   Chief  only,   under  the  apprehension 
that  his  knowledge  of  the  matter   would  be  fatal  to  her.     He  would  not 
«)ccupy  the  attention  of  the  House  any  longer  on  this  case;   but  would  come 
to  the  consideration  of  another,  which  had  nearly  escaped  his  recollection. 
It  was  that  of  Capt.  Maling.  —  !n  this  case  he  could  recognize  no  corrup- 
tion.    It  had  been  said  that  at  the  time  gf  his  holding  that  comnussion,  he 
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was  at  tlic  flesk  of  Greenwood,    employed   as  a  clerk,  pogsessed  of  nt) 
m'cM-it,  unq.,alif)cd  by  service,  and  wilhout  ever  having  joined  his  regimenU 
The  honourable  member   would   state,    however,  that   Ca'^.   M ah ng  ob- 
tained the  tirst  and  intermediate  commissions  m  a  due  and  regular  course  ; 
and  that  bis  merits  were  pucii  as  to  recommend  him  to  the  attention  of  au 
able  and  distinouishe<i  ollicer  (Gen.   I'.a.er),  who   afterwards  solicited  his 
prc;motion,  and  took  him  as  his  nid-de-camp.      1  e  could  not  heJi^  asking  oi 
the  hoaouraiile  gentleman  (Co!.  Waidle),  than  whom  he  believed  tiiere  wa^ 
no  man  more  anxious  for  the  welfare  of  the  army    whether  h,e  meant  thai 
the  .x)wers  of  promotion  shc.uld  be  vested  in  tlie  deh.oeration  of  the  House 
of  Commons,  to   the  exclusion   of  the  erown  prerogative  ^     At  no  one  pe- 
riod,   and    l)y    no   description   of  persons,    even  by    the   most   strenuous 
assertors  of  liberty,  were  the  privileges  of  that  prerogative,  m  this  particu- 
lar,  denied.      It  would  be  unnecessary  for  hini  to  represent  what  would  b« 
the  partiality,  he  would  say  the  corruption,  which  would  be  evinced  were 
such  powers  vested  in  that  House.     He  could  not  but  recollect  what  Lord 
Chatham  said  on  this  subject,  that  limiting  the  prerogative  o   the  crown  m 
regard  of  promotions,  would   bo  "stripping  tlie  master  feathers  from  the 
eaole's  wino«."     The  next  case  which  he  would  go  into  was,  tne  aliair  ot 
Col.   FrendVs  levy  ;  iu  answer  to  some  observations,  on  which  he   would 
sav,  that  from   beginning  to  end  it  was  entirely  regular.     It   was  not  the 
first  time  that  officer  had  been  employed  in  similar  exertions,  and  trom  th« 
services  which  he  rendered   on  former  occasions,  it  was  fairly    presumeo 
that  his  employment  again  may  be  of  service  to  the  country.     It  had  how> 
ever  been  said   that   the   Commander   iu  Chief  was  importuned  into  the 
grant,  and  in  support  of  this  assertion,  the  only  material  evidence  which 
had    been  brought  forward,  was  that  of  Miss  Taylor.     He  would  beg  o£ 
the  House  to  recollect  what  the  nature  of  her  connection  with  >irs.  Clance 
was,  and  the  close  intimacy  which  subsisted  between  them.     He  woula 
ask  if  such  a  witness  could  be  credited.     For  as  she  participated   in  the 
communication  between  his   Royal    Highness  and  iMrs.  Clarke,  being  ad- 
mitted the  bosom  friend   and  compamon  of  the  latter's  secrets,  and  if  re- 
liance could   be  placed  on   the   statement  of  otlier  evidence,  tnrough  a 
fondne^9  of  the  Duke,. being  in  habits  of  familiar  intercourse  with  him,  uf». 
would  put  an  obvious   (piestion,  whether  instead  of  her  paltry  deposition 
she  could  not  have  staled  a  li>sae  of  criminal  proceedings  if  she  wereaware 
that  any  such  existed  ?      Clhar  !    Hear  !)      He  could  not  conceive  that  the 
rest  of  her  testimony  was  of  any  importance.     Wh^it  did  it  amount   to?     ^v 
declaration  of  Mrs.  Clarke  to  the  Duke,  of  Cob   French  not  having  '^^ed  her 
so  well  as  she  expected,  and  that  this  was  in  consecpience  of  Ins  Koyal  High- 
ness having  quclioned  her  upon  that  head.     1  he  Duke's  answer  she  repre- 
sented to  be,   that  if  Master  French  did  not  take  care  of  himself,  he  woula 

cat  up  hiai  and  \\\>  levy  too. 

Thehon.and  learned  member  observed,  that  this  was  certainly  lang.iagr 
hi-hly  capable  of  undue  construction.  He  observed,  that  by  the  course  which 
Colonel  French  was  represented  to  have  pursued,  he  ri.ked  the  ciiance  m 
3000Kaineas,  which  was  a  circumstance  of  considerable  improhabilily.  it 
had  been  speciously  said  that  Colonel  French  had  not  put  an  end  to  the  levy 
when  he  should,  but  that  he  continued  it  longer  than  was  consistent  with  pro- 
priety, and  that  General  Taylor  had  so  represented  in  a  letter  from  Ireland. 
The  hon.  member  would  put  it  to  the  recollection  of  any  military'  man,  whether 
the  lew  was  not  commenced  under  the  unfavourable  operation  of  two  acts— 
the  ^rmy  of  Reserve  and  General  Force  Bill  ?  and  whether,  impeded  as  it 
mast  be  by  these,  it  was  not  difficult  to  procure  men  under  enb^tment  f^ 
•'  ^  general 
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general  service?  However,  from  former  eflforts,  it  was  worthy  of  trial  to  put 
this  gentleman  on  some  mode  of  procuring  recruits  for  such  service,  particularly 
as  it  was  a  period  which  required  an  additional  force  for  the  East  Indies.  Col. 
French  persevered  in  his  exertions  till  he  found  they  were  of  no  avail,  and 
then  discontinued  tiiem.  The  next  case  which  presented  itself  was  that  of 
Capt.  Tonyn's  majoritv,  in  which  he  mu-t  confess  that  he  was  certain  200/. 
was  paid  to  Mrs.  Clarke  ;  but  yet  it  remained  to  connect  such  a  transaction 
with  the  Commander  in  Chief.  To  do  this  he  considered  it  impossible.  It 
wa3  evident  that  the  promotion  was  obtained  through  the  recommendation  of 
Oen.  Tonyn,  his  fatiier,  an  old  and  deserving  ofiicer.  It  was,  he  believed, 
as  usual  as  it  was  just,  to  attend  to  such  a  recommendation.  In  the  present 
case,  it  was  attended  to,  and  Capt.  Tonyn  was  consequently  noticed  for  pro- 
motion. He  had  hinjself  acknowledged  that  he  was  duped  in  giving  the 
monev  to  Mrs.  Clarke,  and  that  he  considered  her  interference  nugatory  and 
inetlicicnt.  The  hon.  and  learned  member  was  perfectly  convinced  that  in 
the  list  made  out  of  the  53  ofticers  to  be  promoted,  no  partiality  had  been 
shewn.  He  would  now  come  to  that  mysterious  note,  concerning  the  reality 
of  which  so  much  doubt  was  enlertaip.cd,  that  in  any  case  wherein  the  life^ 
character,  or  property  of  an  individual  depended  on  such  an  instrument,  he 
was  convinced  there  was  no  judge  who  would  act  so  perilously  as  to  condemn 
him.  Even  though  he  should  concede  that  it  was  genuine,  yet  he  would  beg 
of  gentlemen  to  read  the  note:  it  could  not  refer  to  any  promise  which  had 
been  made  on  a  corrupt  agreement.— For  could  it  be  that  Mrs.  Clarke  would 
Dot  recollect  how  and  when  it  was,  and  upon  what  occasion  she  wrote  this 
note,  as  an  answer  to  one  she  had  received.  This  was  to  his  mind  an  irrefraga- 


ble proof,  that  the  note  had  no  manner  of  reference  to  the  question.     He  re- 
embcred  that  it  was  produced  by  Captain  Sandon,  in  a  particular  envelope, 
bearing  the  Dover  post  mark;  and  Uiat  he  stated  Mrs.  Clarke  having  given 
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them  that,  in  order  to  satisfy  Major  Tonyn  of  the  Duke's  hand-writing.  But, 
upon  comparing  the  date  of  this  envelope  with  the  date  of  Major  Tonyn's  being 
gazetted,  it  appeared  that  the  envelope  was  dated  tive  days  subsequent  to  hh 
appointment.  If  there  were  no  other  evidence,  this  was  sufficient  to  prove  the 
note  to  be  irrelevant  to  the  question.  In  the  case  of  Major  Shaw,  he  beg-ged 
it  may  be  remembered  that  he  solicited  one  thing  and  obtained  another.  It 
would  not  be  necessary  for  Major  Shaw  to  apply  to  Mrs.  Clarke,  when  there 
uas  such  strong  intercession  in  his  favour  as  that  of  Sir  Harry  Burrard.  At 
length  he  obtained  the  situation  of  Deputy  Barrack  Master  at  the  Cape  of  Good 
Hope,  and  here  the  complaint  commenced  in  his  being  improperly  reduced  to 
half-pay.  The  hon.  member  understood  it  was  a  general  regulation,  and  that 
this  course  was  adopted  in  every  case  where  the  person  holding  an  extraneous 
situation  was  not  present  with  his  regiment.  If  he  was  with  his  regiment,  he 
vould  be  entitled  to  full  pay,  as  he  would  be  supposed,  then,  capable  of  per- 
forming his  regi)nental  duties.  It  was  on  those  conditions  understood  by  him,' 
that  he  accepted  the  situation.  It  was  evident  that  he  was  also  a  dape  to  Mrs. 
Clarke's  artifices,  she  being  unable  to  perform  what  she  promised.  U  gentle- 
men would  look  to  Major  Shaw's  letters  they  would  find,  that  lie  made  a  ten- 
der to  her  of  300/.  a  year,  provided  she  procured  him  an  attachment  to  a  regi- 
ment. He  would  assert,  that  to  this  transaction  no  one  could  be  a  greater 
stranger  than  the  Commander  in  Chief.  The  next  case  which  he  Would  notice 
■was  that  of  Samuel  Carter;  and  here  he  would  confess  he  could  wish  the  hon. 
mover  had  yielded  even  to  the  suggestion  of  Mrs.  Clarke,  and  not  brought 
forward  a  case,  which  would  not,  he  conceived,  be  touched  on  by  a  man  of 
sentiment  and  considerate  feeling — it  was  the  case  of  an  orphan,  the  son  of  a 
wounded  ofiicer.  He  denied  his  recommendation  proceeding  from  Mis.  Clarke, 
^  any  other  corrupt  source ;  he  was  recpmmended  to  the  Dnke's  notice  in  the 
\  \  '  year 
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y^iiT  ISDl,  before  Mrs.  Clarke  had  any  connection  with  his  Royal  Highness,  by 
Captain  Sutton,  of  the  artillery.     That  he  was  brought  up  very  unlike  a  servant 
was  apparent,  from  the  letters  of  that  young  man  which  were  befoTe  the  House, 
To  the  recommendation  of  Captain  Sutton,  the  assurance  of  Ifeing  noticed  for 
3  favourable  opportunity,  was  given.     Of  his  situation  at  Mrs.  Clarke's,  it  had 
been  stated  by  witnesses,  that  he  had  gone  twice  behind  the  coach,  but  it  had 
not  been  ascertained  whether  by  day  or  night.     He  received  no  wages,  and 
■wore  no  livery.     His  principal  duty  consisted  in   attendance  at  school.     He 
was  certain  t!ie  Duke  did  not  know  of  any  other  act  of  servitude  performed  by 
]iim,  than  that  of  waiting  on  himself  at  table.     Gentlemen  must  have   heard, 
that  many  men.  superior  in  rank  even  to  them,  have  wait,ed  on  princes  of  the 
blood.     In  the  promotion  of  this  youth,  he  did  certainly  consider  that  his 
Royal  Highness  was   influenced   by   the  best  of  motives.     He  would  beg  to 
know,  if  many  men,  inferior  to  the  person  in  question,  had  not  been  received 
into  commissions  in  the  army  without  censure.     He  would  now  conclude  his 
review  of  the  separate  charges,  and  confine  himself  to  some  general  observa- 
tions.    With  respect  to  the  facility  of  the  Duke's  poising  the  estimate  between 
his  revenue  and  expenditure,  he  should  state  the  observation  made  to  him  by 
the  preceptori^of  his  Royal  brother  and  himself,  that  though  they  received  in- 
structions in  Latin  and  Greek  with   ease,  yet  they  never  could  be  brought  to 
understand   the  value  of  money. — {Hearl  hearl)    The  Duke  had,-  as  was 
proved,  paid  to  tradesmen  for  Mrs.  Clarke  5000/.  in  the  course  of  two  years 
and  three  months;  it  was,  in  fact,  impossible  for  him  to  ascertain  what  pro- 
portion her  expences  bore  to  his  means.     In  answer  to  what  had  been  said  of  a 
conspiracy  in  those  corrupt  practices,  he  would  ask,  was  there  not  a  mill  for 
grinding  money  within  their  reach  ?    There  were   11,000  officers  in  the  army, 
most  of  whom  would  give  a  considerable  bounty  above  the  regulated  price, 
for  an  extraordinary  step.     Here  then  would   be  an  opportunity  of  relieving 
themselves  from  that  complication  of  necessities  with  which  they  were  encum- 
bered.    He  would  ask,  whether  the  Duke  had  not  entered  with  alacrity  into 
\the  investigation  of  Mrs.  Clarke's  conduct,  and  if  he  had  not  employed  for  the 
purpose,  Mr.  Lowten,  a  person  of  the  highest  character  in  his  profession,  pos- 
sessed of  considerable  ability,  acumen,  and  integrity.     This  gentleman  made 
the  investigation,  the  result  of  which  only  related  to  money  transactions  of  Mrs, 
Clarke,  and  various  acts  of  improper  credit  obtained   by  her  of  the  Duke's 
tradesmen.     Ifanv  corrupt  transactions  were  to  be  met  with,  he  was  able  to 
detect  them,  and  had  integrity  to  reveal  them.     Was  it  to  be  supposed,  that 
the  Duke  would  not  have  stilled  such  enquiry  before  he  committed  it  into  the 
}iands  of  such  a  person  as  this,  if  he  were  conscious  of  any  foul  practices. 
Another  presumption  was,  that  if  his  Koyal  Highness  were  disposed  for  corrupt 
practices,  he  would  have  himself  been  surrounded   by  corrupt  agents.     The 
hon.  jnember  was  sure  no  gentleman  who  knew  the  high  honour  and  integrity 
of  Col.  Gordon,  and  the  intimate  confidence  reposed  in  him  by  the  Commaa- 
der  in  Chief,  would  suppose  that  this  was  the  case.     He  was  sure,  that  if  the 
Duke  wished  to  be  screened,  he  would  not  have  placed  this  watchful  guard  so 
near  his  person.     The  hon.  and  learned  member  repeated  the  opinion  he  enter- 
tained of  the  case,  if  he  weie  to  investigate  it  in  his  judicial  capacTty,  and  as 
it  was,  he  protested,  that  in  his  opinion  the  whole  charges  were  unfounded. 
Any  imputation  of  conciliating  royal  favour,  by  this  defence,  he  would  leave 
with  the  imputer.  Considering  his  time  of  life,  and  the  unhappy  circumstances 
under  which  he  was  placed,  he  was  confident  there  were  but  few  who  had  so 
little  to  hope  for  on  this  side  of  the  grave,  and  he  hoped  he  had  as  little  to  ap- 
prehend on  the  other.     He  gave  his  opinion  without  bias  or  partiality,  in  that 
ajsnner  which  he  hoped  to  justify  on  the  day  of  fioal  retribotioa.     The  hon, 
N»,  '23.  4  P  •         .  an4 
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and  learned  member  then  went  into  some  observations  on  Ihe  indecisive  man- 
ner in  which  the  motion  was  conveyed. 

Mr.  Cur  Wen  said,  that  he  did  not  think  it  was  for  him  to  decide  whether 
there  were  any  persons  in  that  House  who  were  fearful  of  giving  opinions  dic- 
tated by  their  feelings,  and  as  to  what  motives  influenced  himself,  he  did  not 
feel  it  pecessary  to  declare  ihem,  becaUNC  he  did  not  think  it  probable  that' 
they  should  be  questioned  (Hear  !  hear  /J— the  evidence  upon  which  they 
were  to  decide  was  open  ;  every  individual  had  an  opportunity  of  consulting 
ft ;  the  eyes  of  the  country  were  upon  them,  and  it  behoved  them  to  consi- 
der, that  they  were  deciding  upon  a  cause  on  which  its  anxiety  had  been 
roused,  and  its  judgment  informed.  He  did  not  think  it  necessary  to  prove 
that  the  Duke  of  York  was  privy  to  the  corrupt  pract4ces  that  had  been  shewn 
to  exist ;  he  thought  it  sufficient  to  establish  that  he  had  been  so  negligently 
remiss,  as  to  admit  the  existence  of  those  practices;  and,  in  his  mind,  enough 
was  proved  to  make  it  right  to  displease  him.  {Hear  '  hear  '.)  From  the 
view  he  took  of  the  subject,  it  was  not  necessary  that  he  should  contend  for 
the  purity  of  Mrs.  Clarke.  The  character  of  an  accuser  was  an  unpleasant  one; 
the  task  a  painfulone ;  but  when  it  was  undertaken  from  a  motiveof  attachment 
to  the  country,  and  a  wish  to  extinguish  the  corruption  that  «o  undeniably 
existed,  it  was  laudable.  He  was  persuaded  that  the  best  duty  that  could  h% 
perlormcd  both  to  the  country  and  to  the  King,  was  that, of  endeavouring  to 
eradicate  corruption,  or  at  least  to  adopt  such  measures  as  were  most  likely  to 
produce  the  result.  The  first  point  to  which  he  would  call  the  attention  of 
the  House  was  that  of  Colonel  French.  If  the  Commander  in  Chief  permit- 
led  him  to  hold  the  situation  under  these  circumstances,  would 'any  one  un- 
dertake to  say,  that  there  w,as  nothing  corrupt,  that  there  was  nothing  wrong. 
The  hon.  getleman  might  say,  that  it  was  all  the  fault  of  education  ;  that  it 
was  owing  to  the  circumstance  of  his  Royal  Highness  not  knowing  accounts. 
(Hear!)  But  the  country  would  look  for  a  more  satisfactory  explanation ; 
they  would  require  a  more  adequate  apology  for  such  conduct.  With  respect 
to  the  ca>e  of  Major  Tonyn,  the  hon.  gentleman  had  stated  that  the  letter 
•was  of  a  mysterious  nature,  but  he  could  not  agree  in  that  opinion ;  when  he 
looked  to  i^he  evidence  that  had  been  given— when  he  looked  to  that  which 
was  wrung  from  Colonel  Gordon  like  drops  of  blood— when  he  looked  to  that 
©f  General  Hope,  apd  many  other  o;entlemen,  who  gave  opinions  upon  the 
subject,  he  did  not  think  that  any  one  would  be  justified  in  concluding  that 
that  letter  was  mysterious.  (Hear!  hear!) — Tiiere  was  another  circumstance 
to  m;ake  against  such  a  supposition,  which  was,  that  it  was  written  on  office- 
paper.  Upon  the  whole,  he  was  so  far  convinced  ol  its  authenticity,  that  he 
could  say  he  believed  in  his  conscien<fe  that  letter  was  written  by  the  Duke 
of  York.  (Hear !  hear  ■')  The  House  was  not  then  trying  a  case  of  law,  it 
was  not  |o  be  guided  by  the  rules  of  ihe  Old  Bailey  :  in  the  instance  before  it, 
it  was  to  decide  from  a  more  comprehensive  view  of  the  circumstances,  than 
a  court  of  law  Could  embrace ;  and,  as  a  representative  of  the  people  of 
England,  he  felt  himself  authorised  to  take  that  view,  and  to  decide  upon  that 
enlarged  principle.  Had  ihe  hoii.  gentleman  forgotten  the  testimony  of  Ge- 
neral Clavering  ?  In  that  testimony  it  was  stated  that  he  did  not  ask  the  ques- 
tion at  the  ofike,  because  it  was  one  which  it  would  be  highly  improper  lor 
an  officer  to  have  an;^wered  ;  and  yet,  after  his  application  to  Mrs.  Clarke,  a 
space  ot  ten  days  had  not  elapsed  before  she  procured  the  information.  Here 
was  a  proof  of  established  intercourse;  it  weighed  so  strongly  in  his  mihvl, 
that  he  found  itin.possible  to  believe  that  those  subjects  did  not  prove  the 
common  conversation  of  his  Royal  Highness  and  Mrs.  Clarke.  Miss  Taylor's 
evidence  too  was  corroborative,  as  it  afforded  a  ground  tor  disapproving  ot 
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the  Duke  of  York  ;  and  he  was  surprised  to  find  Ihat  Ihe  lion,  gentleman  had 
argued  upon  the  foundation  of  Sandon's  evidence,  an  evidence  which  he  had 
set  out  with  objecting  against,  but  concluded  with  using.     The  next  case  to 
which  he  would  advert  was  that  of  Colonel  Shaw.     The  hon.  gentleman  had 
asked  why  the  money  was  refused  ?   But  the  reason  had  been  slated  explicitly, 
it  was  because  he  had  not  kept  his  word.     As  to  the  expenditure,  he  certain- 
ly did  not  expect  that  persons  of  high  rank  vi'ould  be  able  to  ascertain  with 
accuracy  the  amount  expended  in  any  given  time;  but  when  not  a  week 
passed  without  great  expences,  he  asked,  whether  common  persons  would 
not   be  able  to  know  something  of  the  matter,  and  whether  their  common 
sense  would  not  dictate  to  them  the  expediency  of  curtailing  ?  The  hon.  gen- 
tleman had  asked  was  there  not  a  mill  to  grind  through  day  and  night  ?     He 
said  no,  it  rather  resembled  a  wind-mill  that  would  only  goat  })articular  times. 
Neither  party-feeling  nor  affection  should  influence  them  on  the  present  oc- 
casion;   the  sentence  they  were  about  to  pronounce,  should  be  calm,  delibe- 
rate, and  impartial ;   their  decision,  if  they  discharged  their  duty,  would  be 
productive  of  much   good;    it   would  teach   ail  ranks  and  classes  that  they 
were  responsible  for  their  conduct ;  it  would  teach  them  from  the  highest  to 
the  lowest,  that  they  must  do  their  duty  ;    by  convincing  Ihem,  that  the  ne- 
glect or  abandonment  of  it  w'ould  be  punished.     Every  man,  he   was  sure, 
must  feel  for  the  situation  in  which  His  Majesty  was  placed  by  this  business  ; 
but  as  duty  was  the  motive  by  which  they  were  to  be  guided,  they  must   see 
that  its  dictates  excluded  the  operation  of  such  considerations.     It  had  been 
said  that  conspiracies  existed;   he  believed  that  corruptions  existed,  he  was 
sure  of  it ;  and  if  he  could  only  succeed  in  checking  and  preventing  these  cor- 
ruptions, we  would  obtain  a  more  signal  advantage  than  even  a  triumph  over 
Bonaparte.     One  remark  he  would  make  on  the  case  of  Carter,  before  he  sat 
down  ;    he  certainly  might  be  a  very  deserving  man,  and   many,  from   the 
lowest  rank,  had  risen  to  be  the  ornaments  of  the  country  ;    but  at  the  same 
time  he  considered  his  appointment,  under  all  the  circumstances,  proving  the 
influence  of  Mrs.  Clarke  with  his  Royal  Highness,   as  an  appointment  to 
which  objection  should  betaken  ;  this  was  the  time  when  reformation  should  be 
adopted;  the  country  required  itand  expected  it  ;  there  was  enough  in  the  case 
before  them  to  persuade  the  House  that  it  was  incumbent  on  them  to  adopt  it. 
The  Chancellor  of  the  ExcHEaeER  then  rose.  He  stated  that  hesliould 
unquestionably  have  submitted  to  the  House  his  opinion  on  the  present  qiles- 
tion  immediately  after  the  speech  of  the  hon.  mover,  had  not  his  hon.  and- 
learned  friend  behind  him  addressed  the  House  under  circumstances  which 
must  have  induced  any  man  to  waive  any  intention  of  that  kind  which  he  might 
have  entertained.     The  situation,  the   character,  the   experience,  the  years, 
every  thing  which  in  himself  was  wanting,  and  which  his  hon.   and  learned 
friend  possessed,  demanded  that  he  should  give  way  to  him  on  this  occasion* 
Most  fortunate  was  it  for  the  House  that  he  l>ad  done  so,  for  certainly  his  hon. 
and  learned  friend  had  delivered  one  of  the  most  able,  impressive,  and  im- 
portant speeches  that  ever  fell  from  the  lips  of  man.     Although  he  had  been 
in  many  points  completely  anticipated  by  his  hon.  and  learned  friend,  he  yet 
felt  that  it  would  be  his  duty  to  trouble  the  House  at  considerable  length  in  tii« 
examination  and  comparison  of  the  evidence  that   had  been  adduced  before 
them.     He  was  anxious,  therefore,  not  to  waste   much  of  their  time  in  pre- 
iiminary  observations  ;  but  he  could   not  refrain  from  requesting  that  they 
would  take  a  retrospective  view  of  the  occurrences  of  the  few  last  weeks;  and 
that  they  would   consider  the  manner  in  which  the  subject,  at  present  under 
discussion,  was   originally  proposed.     It  must  be  in  the  recollection    of  the 
House,  that  when  the  hon.  gentleman  first  agitated  this  question,  it  was  dis- 
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tinctly  on  the  ground,  that  his  Royal  Highness  the  Duke  of  York  had  been 
guilty,  not  merely  of  incorrectness,  or  of  any  minor  error,  but  of  corrupt  prac* 
trees.  On  the  ground  that  the  Duke  of  York  had  been  guilty  of  corrupt  prac- 
tices, the  present  inquiry  was  adopted.  That  charge  having  been  made,  it 
became  the  imperative  duty  of  the  House  to  pronounce  its  judgment — aye,  or 
no -guilty,  or  not  guilty.  It  was  a  charge,  which,  if  proved,  must  condemn 
the  accused  individual  to  disgrace  and  infamy.  Injustice  to  that  individual, 
in  justice  to  the  public,  it  became  that  Parliament,  by  whom  that  charge  was 
entertained,  effectually  to  dispose  of  it,  and  not  to  fight  shy  on  such  an  im- 
portant question.  But  what  was  the  course  which  the  hon.  gentleman  pre- 
scribed? Having  made  a  charge  of  corruption,  having  accused  his  Royal 
Highness  of  a  knowledge  of  corrupt  practices,  he  did  not  manfully  persist  in 
his  accusation;  he  did  not  call  upon  the  House  to  determine  whether  his  Eoyal 
Highness  was  innocent  or  guilty,  but  he  called  upon  them  to  decide  whether 
or  not  they  -would  address  his  Majesty  to  remave  him.  It  was  fitting  that  this 
question  should  be  determined,  it  was  due  to  that  illustrious  individual,  who 
for  sixteen  years  had  served  his  country  with  the  greatest  ability,  who  had 
improved  the  order  and  discipline  of  the  regular  army,  who  had  set  his  face 
against  those  very  abuses  which  he  was  accused  of  cherishing  ;  it  was  fitting 
that  he  should  not  be  sent  from  the  House  with  a  doubtful  character.  It  was 
inconsistent  with  the  public  duty  of  the  House  of  Commons  to  leave  this  point 
undetermined.  It  would  betray  a  timid  spirit,  in  the  highest  degree  disgraceful 
to  them.  He  could  not  but  believe,  that  the  hon.  mover  had  allowed  his  own 
manly  feeling  on  this  subject  to  be  let  down  by  other  advisers.  Had  he  con- 
sulted his  own  mind  alone,  he  would  not  thus  have  frittered  away  his  charge  ; 
but  he  was  convinced  that  he  had  mixed  himself  with  cooler  heads,  who 
meant  much  more  than  he  was  aware  of.  It  was  a  compliment  due  to  that 
fion.  gentleman  to  state,  that  in  his  opinion  the  measure  which  he  had  prO" 
posed  was  not  of  his  own  suggestion. 

With  respect  to  the  course  that  he  should  have  the  honour  to  recommend, 
it  would  commence  with  coming  to  a  decision — aye  or  no — on  the  per- 
sonal corruption  or  connivance  (for  he  allowed  they  were  the  same  thing) 
of  his  Royal  Highness;  and  if  the  House  agreed  with  him,  he  should 
then  tender  an  amendment  to  the  proposition  of  the  hon.  gentleman, 
by  which  that  proposition  would  be  converted  into  a  resolution,  that 
the  House  saw  no  ground  of  charge  against  his  Royal  Highness  for  cor- 
ruption or  connivance  at  corruption.  This  was  an  opinion  which  he 
had  formed  on  a  deliberate  examination  of  the  circumstances,  and  he 
would  distinctly  state  to  the  House  the  grounds  of  his  conviction.  Hq 
allowed,  that  he  had  not  come  unprejudiced  to  this  inquiry.  In  any 
age  or  country,  the  personal  corruption  of  individuals  holding  situ- 
ations of  high  trust  and  confidence,  ought  not  easily  to  be  credited. 
Surely  it  vvas  not  dealing  fairly  with  such  individuals,  to  condemn  them 
upon  ground  on  which  the  lowest  and  meanest  of  the  people  would  be 
acquitted.  It  would  be  a  most  mischievous  encouragement  to  Jacobinism, 
were  we  to  declare,  that  these  were  grounds  for  condemning  such  indivi- 
duals, because  we  saw  apparent  grounds  multiplying  in  the  pamphlets 
around  us.  Difficult  was  it  to  be  believed  that  any  'man,  but  still  mor^  so, 
that  an  individual  holding  so  important  a  situation  as  his  Royal  Highness 
the  Duke  of  York,  should,  for  such  a  contemptible  consideration  as 
2500/.  or  3000/.  (and  this  was  the  utmost  that  was  attempted  to  be  proved 
against  him),  become  a  party  to  such  a  base  conspiracy  as  that  of  which 
he  was  accused ;  or,  that  by  such  means,  he  would  feed  and  supply  the 
adulterous  connection  in  which  it  was  not  to  be  denied  that  he  was  engaged. 
■  buch 
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Such  a  departure  from  public  principle,  and  from  every  feeling  valuable 
to  a  put)Uc  maimer,  was  not  to  be  creditecj^on  light  grounds.  He  con- 
fessed, that  every  prejudice  of  his  own  mind  vviks,  in  the  first  instance,  ex- 
cited against  the  probcibihty  of  this  accusation  being  well  founded.  It  had 
been  proved  that  it  was  ill-founded  ;  it  had  been  proved  that  his  Royal 
Hic^hness  was  as  free  from  corruption  as  he  had  originally  conceived  hira  to 
be.  If,  however,  the  charges  were  sustained  by  the  House,  his  Royal 
Highness  was  amenable  to  the  laws  ;  and  in  that  case  it  became  them  {9 
iiHpeach  him  for  his  alleged  crime,  and  not  to  impose  on  liis  Majesty  that 
task  which  it  was  their  duty  themselves  to  perform.  If  the  House  thought 
his  Royal  Highness  innocent,  they  ought  to  declare  him  so  ;  if  they  thought 
him  guilty,  they  ought  to  bring  him  to  the  bar  of  the  House  of  Lords  and 
put  him  on  his  trial  It  would  not  be  unusual  for  the  House  to  bear  in  mind, 
that  there  were  two  distinct  subjects  for  their  consideration  ;  in  the  lirst 
place  the  question  of  the  guilt  or  innocence  of  his  Royal  Highness;  in  the 
second,  the  course  of  proceeding  which  must  ensue.  The  first  subject  was 
a  judicial  examination;  and  the  determination  of  it  must  depend  on  an  ac- 
curate and  careful  examination  of  the  evidejice  that  had  been  received  upon 
it.  The  existence  of  corrupt  practices  must  unquestionably  be  admitted 
to  the  hon.  gentleman-— the  only  question  was,  whether  his  Royal  High- 
allowed  Mrs.  Clarke  to  use  her  influence  with  him  corruptly  ?  Undoubt- 
edly if  Mrs.  Clarke's  evidence  v^'as  to  be  believed  there  could  be  no  ques- 
tion whatever.  The  case  was  fully  established  with  all  its  aggravations. 
It  was  not  neglect  or  connivance,  but  original  sin  in  his  R«)yal  Highness, 
which  Mrs.  Clarke's  testimony  went  to  establish  ;  for  she  declared,  that 
when  she  was  distressed,  his  Royal  Highness  told  her  her  power  was 
greater  than  that  of  the  Queen,  and  that  if  she  was  a  clever  woman  she 
would  not  trouble  him  for  money.  It  was  to  be  observed  that  Mrs, 
Clarke  made  this  statement  but  once.  She  never  ventured  to  repeat  it, 
although  she  declared  that  she  had  frequently,  when  under  pecuniary  em^ 
barrassment,  applied  to  bis  Royal  Highness  for  relief.  But  was  it  possible 
for  a  momcHt  to  contend,  that  the  simple,  unsupported,  uncorroborated 
testimony  of  Mrs.  Clarke  herself  with  respect  to  this  supposed  declaratioa 
of  the  Duke  of  York's,  should  established  its  authenticity  .?  Certainly  not. 
The  House  would  assuredly  demand  some  additional  authority.  During 
the  whole  of  his  legal  experience,  he  had  never  seen  a  witness  who,  froni 
her  story,  from  her  character,  and  from  her  conduct  at  the  bar,  was  less 
entitled  to  credit  than  Mrs.  Clarke.  He  could  not  therefore  but  be  as- 
tonished at  the  statement  made  by  the  noble  lord  opposite,  that  he  was 
convinced  there  was  not  one  word  in  that  individual's  testimony  which  was 
not  the  truth. 

Lord  Folkstone  spoke  to  order.  He  requested  the  right  hon.  gen- 
tleman would  represent  what  he  had  said  correctly. 

The  Chancellor  of  the  Excheuuer  was  not  aware  that  he  had  been 
(^orderly,  although  he  allowed  that  it  was  incumbent  on  him  to  represent 
with  all  possible  correctness  the  sentiments  of  any  hon.  member.  He  cer- 
tainly had  understood  the  noble  lord  to  attach  implicity  belief  to  Mrs. 
Clarke's  testimony.  If  that  noble  lord,  after  the  opportunities  which  he 
had  had  of  seeing  her  at  ihe  bar  of  the  House  ;  after  the  means  that  had 
been  afforded  him  of  tracing  her  progress  through  life  ;  after  the  proof  that 
had  been  adduced  of  her  participation  in  corrujit  practices,  was  so  far  de- 
luded by  her  engaging  manners  and  fascinating  deportment,  the  House 
V  -juld  not  be  surprised    that   another  frail  human  being,  placed,  perhaps, 
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snore  within  the.  reach  of  her  snares,  and  little  suspecting  that  she  was 
plaving  an  iosiduous  game  with  him,  should  be  deceived  into  confidence. 
It  was  not  surprising  that  his  Royal  Highness  should  be  occasionally  de- 
coyed by  Mrs.  Clarke  into  con^)ersations  on  military  matters  ;  that  he 
should  sometimes  speak  to  her  on  subjects  which  might  have  been  pro- 
claimed, at  Charing-Cross  without  injury  to  the  public  service;  that  he 
should  tell  her  when  Tonyn  was  to  be  gazetted,  or  whether  French's  levy 
would  be  allowed.  But  surely  his  Royal  Highness  might  do  all  this  with- 
out any  corrupt  motive.  He  wished  the  House  also  to  pay  attention  to  the 
circumstances  attendant  to  the  annuity  of  4-00/.  promised  by  his  Royal 
Highness  to  Mrs.  Clarke.  In  the  letters  from  Mrs.  Clarke  to  Mr.  Adam, 
she  threatened  his  Royal  Highness  with  exposure  if  this  promise  was  not 
fulfilled.  What  \yas  the  conduct  of  his  Royal  Highness  ?  Instead  of  con- 
ceding any  thing,  he  did  all  in  his  power  to  exasperate  her.  And  how  did 
Mrs.  Clarke  appear  ?  As  an  accomplice.  Not  as  a  repentant  accom- 
plice— not  as  actuated  by  a  patriotic,  but  as  stimulated  by  a  revengeful 
feeling ;  a  feeling  so  powerful,  as  to  induce  her  to  disgrace  herself  by  the 
public  avowal,  that  she  was  engaged  in  corrupt  practices  down  to  the  very 
moment  at  which  she  gave  her  testimony.  If  Mrs.  Clarke  was  to  be- 
lieved, she  had  even  put  into  the  hands  of  the  hon.  gentleman  letters  of  re- 
commendation, for  the  purpose  of  procuring  to  them  the  signatures  of 
members  of  that  House.  And  was  this  the  sort  of  witness  to  whom  the 
House  would  resign  the  character  of  the  Illustrious  Individual  accused  ? 
But  this  was  not  all.  Another  strong  presumption  of  his  Royal  Highness^ 
innocence  arose  out  of  his  refusal  to  comply  with  Mrs.  Clarke's-  demands 
ivith  respect  to  her  annuity.  He  was  willing  to  allow,  that  when  Mrs. 
L'larke  was  discarded  by  his  Royal  Highness,  it  would  have  been  preferable 
to  have  settled  on  her  an  annuity,  not  conditional,  but  absolute  ;  but  this 
was  not  done,  and  so  far  k  was  a  favourable  circumstance  to  the  Duke  of 
York,  since  it  could  not  be  beHeved,  had  he  the  least  consciousness  of  guilt, 
that  for  the  sake  of  such  a  paltry  sum  as  400/.  a  year,  he  would  have  neg- 
lected to  secure  the  silence  of  one  so  able  to  inculpate  him.  While  he  al- 
lowed, that  in  his  opinion  it  would  have  been  Uetter  hg^d  bis  Royal  High- 
ness granted  Mrs.  Clarke  an  unconditional  annuity,  he  was  perfectly  of 
opinion  with  his  hon.  and  learned  friend  (Mr.  Adam),  that  from  the  mo- 
ment Mrs.  Clarke  accompanied  her  requisition  with  a  threat,  the  propriety 
of  doing  so  ceased,  and  that  if  after  that  threat  his  Royal  Highness  had 
granted  Mrs.  Clarke's  request,  whether  guilty  or.not  guilty,  he  would  in- 
deed have  put  himself  into  her  hands.— The  unblushing  manner  in  which 
this  witness  had  confessed  her  own  disgrace  at  the  bar,  ought  to  make  the 
House  very  jealous  respecting  her  evidence  ;  when  her  great  art  was  recol- 
lected, her  adroitness  in  evading  the  questions'proposed  to  her,  and  her  sud- 
den want  of  recollection,  when  at  length  compelled  to  answer;  when  the 
House  considered  the  manner  in  which  they  had  themselves  forgot  her  vice 
in  her  pleasantry,  and  her  infamy,  in  her  wit,  they  would  not  be  surprised, 
that  such  an  artful  and  unprincipled  woman  should  be  enabled  to  take  many 
advantages  over  an  unsuspecting  individual,  who  was  attached  to  her.  It 
was  not  wonderful  that  she  should  occasionally  betray  him  into  conversa- 
'tionon  the  subjects  which  had  engrossed  his  attention  during  the  whole  of 
the  day;  that  she  should  learn  from  him,  whether  Major  Tonyn  was  to  be 
gazetted  on  a  Tuesday  or  vjj  a  Saturday,  or  whether  any  new  regiments 
were  to  be  raised,  or  merely  second  battalions.  What  man  was  there  i» 
that  House  who  could  say,  that  at  some  time  or  other  of  his  lite  he  might 
•     "  t  «oi 


583 

not  have  fallen  into   the  snares  of  such  a  woman  ?    With  respect  to  the 
connection  that  had  existed  between  the  Duk«  of  York  and  Mrs.  Clarke,  he 
certainly   was  not  one  of  those  who  would  be  suspected  of  defending  it. 
He  had,  on  a  former  occasion,  declared  his  opinion,  that  adultery  ought  to 
be  made  a  crime,  and  visited  with  personal  punishment;    but   the  House 
iad  not  listened  to  him  on   the  subject.     Let  them,  therefore,  be  consist- 
ent.    Having  refused  to  make  adultery  even  a  misdemeanor,   let  them  not 
now  inflict  upon  it  the  most  severe  punishment.    He  regretted  extremely, 
that  he  was  compelled  to  detain  the  House  so  long,  but  he  felt  that  he  had 
scarcely  entered  upon  the  case  yet.     {Hear  !  hear  \)   His  next  step  should 
be,  to  point  out  some  material  contradictions  in  Mrs.  Clarke's  evidence.  The 
first  of  these  was  the  assertion  repeated  over  and  over  again  by  so  many 
witnesses,  that  Mrs.  Clarke  was  anxiously  desirous   to  conceal  the  trans- 
actions in  which  she  was  engaged  from  the  knowledge  of  the  Bukeof  York- ' 
Dr.  Thynne,  Mr.  Robert  Knight,  Capt-  Sandon,  Mr.  and  Mrs.  Corri,  and 
Airs.  Hovenden,  all  spoke  to  this  fact,  while  Mrs.  Clarke  declared  positively 
that  she  did  not  remember  an}'  thing  like  a  wish  expressed  on  her  part  for 
secrecy  I — Mr.  Knight  had  declared  that  Mrs.  Clarke  told  him,  that  unless 
the  Duke  of  York  would  come  to  her  terms,  she  would  expose  him.     This 
Mrs.  Clarke  has  positively^denied.  But  she  had  an  interest  in  the  denial,  Mr. 
Knight  had  no  interest  in  the  assertion.    Here  was  a  complete  contradic- 
tion of  Mrs.  Clarke's  testimony.     He  would   not  dwell  on  the  minor  cases 
in  which  Mrs.  Clarke's  veracity  had  been  impeached,  but  he  could  not  al- 
low them  to  pass  wholly  unnoticed.     She  had  declared   that  her  husband 
was  in  no  trade  or  employment.     The  evidence  of  Towers  proved  that  he 
was  a  Stone-mason.    This  was   no  very   important  falsehood,  but  it  was 
sufficient  to  shew,  that  if  Mrs.  Clarke  departed  from  the  trifth  in  such  petty 
inste\nces,   for  the  gratification,  probably,  "of  a  little  female  vanity,  she 
would  not  hesitate    to  do  so  in    cases   of  greater  magnitude,  where  her 
material  interests  might  be   implicated.     The  proof  also  of  her  connection 
with  Dowler,  and  of  their  midnight   scenes  in  St.  Martin's-lane,  after  the 
attempt  that  had  been  made  to 'represent  Dowler  as  a  reluctant  witness,  who 
had  never  seen  her  but  once,  was  so  decisive,  that  he  must  say,  upon  his 
conscience,  that  the  evidence  of  such  a  man  and  such  a  woman  ought  in  no 
case  to  be  relied  on.    They  came  to  the  bar  in  disguise,  they  professed  to 
be  wholly  unconnected,  and  if  their  falsehood  had  not  been  detected,  Dow- 
ler would  have  passed  for  an  unbiassed  witness,  who  having  just  arrived 
from  Portugal,  gave  his  reluctant  tf^stimouy  on  a  subject  in  which  he   was 
completely  disinterested  !     With  respect   to   the  charges  preferred  against 
his  Royal  Highness,  he  confessed,  that  it  appeared  to  him   a  miracle,  con- 
sidermg  the  number  of  promotions  which  must  have  taken  place  during  the 
period  of  his  Royal  Highness's  connection   with    Mrs.  Clarke,  that  so  few 
had  been-brought  forward,  and  that  those  few  had  been  so  satisfactorily  ex- 
plained.    In  the  course  of  a  year  about  4000   military  promotions  of  one 
kind  or  another   took  place.     During  the,  connection,  therefore,  of  the 
Duke  of  York  and  Mrs.  Clarke,  above   10,^00  promotions  must   have   oc- 
curred ;  but  out  of  these,  although  Mrs.  Clarke  declared   she  had  been  in- 
structed to  use  her  cleverness,  only  the  few  instances  of  alleged   corrup- 
tions   before  the   House  had   been  brought  forward  ;   and  of  those  few  he 
would  venture  to  say,  that,  with  the  exception  of  MajorTonyn's  case,  there 
was  not  one  which  was  not  satisfactorily  disproved,  as  far    as  the   Duke  of. 
York  was  implicated. 

With  respect  to  Major  Tonyn's  case,  he  allowed^  that  ihe  cixcum&lance  of 
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the  note  bad  not  been  satisfactorily  explained,  but  be  wa-;  confident  (hat  be 
should  be  able  lo  prove  fhe  falsehood  of  any  presumption  from  ihat  circum- 
stance that  blame  attached  to  his  Royal  Highness.     Adverting  to  the  case  of 
ihe  exchange  hetween  Colonel  Brook  and  Colonel  Knight,  he  entered   into 
an  examination  of  the  evidence  on   that  subject ;  and   contended,  that   the 
circum-^tances  stated  by  Mrs.  Clarke  were  wholly  her  own  fabrication.     He 
totally  disbelieved  that  she  had  made  any  application  whatever  to  the  Duke 
of  York  on  the  subject.     It  had  been  proved  that  the  business  had  been  for 
months  pending,  and  yet  Mrs,  Clarke  pretended,  that  having  applied  to  the 
Duke  ol  York  on  a  Thursday,  she  completed  the  business  by  next  Saturday  ! 
Unless  Mrs.  Clarke  were  credited,  not  a  tittle  of  all  this  was  established.  She3 
declared,  that  she  told   (he  Duke  she  was  to  receive  200/.  and  afterv/ards 
shewed  him  the  fruits  of  her  labours;  and  she  introduced  into  thisstory  what 
^she  no  doubt  conceived  a  happy  circumstance — that  his  Royal  Highness  was 
going  out  of  town  next  day,  and  that  he  desired  one  of  his  servants  to  get 
change  for  her,  which   he  did.     The   only  servant,  however,  belonging  to 
the  Duke  of  York,  who  ever  accompanied  his  Royal  Highness  to  Gloucester- 
place,  had  declared,  that  he  never  got  change  for  any  note  such  as  that  de- 
scribed.    To  contradict  ihis  witness,  Peirson,  Mrs.  Clarke's  butler,  had  been 
called;  but  so  far  from  confirming  Mrs.  Clarke's  declaration,  that  the  note 
was  changed  at  night,  he  stated  that  it  \va^  changed  in  the  morning  I     The 
note  therefore  of  which  Peirson  spoke,  could  not  be  the  note  alluded  to  by 
Mrs.  Clarke  ;  and  she  remained  totally  unsupported  in  her  assertions,     Peir- 
scn's  second  examination  abounded  with  contradictions.     He  first  declared, 
that  he  had  no  alteration  lo  make  in  his  former  evidence,  and  then  immedi- 
ately added,  that  on  the   night  the  Duke  of  York  went  to  Weymouth,  he 
^bad  got  change  for  a  lOO/.  note..     But  on  his-examination  he  acknowledged, 
that  Ludowick  had  told   him  he   was  deceived,  and  that  he   had   afterwards 
called  oh   the  hon.  mover.    .He  also  stated  the  nole  to  be  for  100/.  to  Mrs. 
Clarke  he  had  staled  it  to  be  50/.    He  hkew  ise  declared,  that  he  had  got  the 
note  changed  at  Bylield's  in  Vere-streef,  while  he  had  before  asserted  to  Mrs. 
Clarke  (according  to  her  testimony),  that  he  had  got  it  changed  at  Stevens's 
in  Bond  street ;  and  on  Mrs.  Byfield's  bemg  examined,  she  proved  that  though 
Peirson  had  called  at  her  shop  with  a  note,  he  had  not  obtained  change  tor  it. 
There  was  not  a  fact  relating  to  this  note,  connected  with  any  other  witness, 
in  which    the   testimony  of  Mrs.  Clarke  had  not  been  completely  disproved. 
If  such  polluted  sources  of  evidence  were  to  be  believed,  there  would  be  an 
end  to  all  security  against  the  macliinations  of  fraud  and  revenge.     With  re- 
spect to  Colonel  Brook,    t!ie  assertion  of   his  unfitness,  made  by  the  hon, 
mover,  if  true,  did  not  rest  on  the  Duke  of  York.     Colonel  Brooke  was  s 
major  in  the  army  in  J791-,  which  v/as  before  his  Royal  Highness  came  into 
power.     Some  considered  the  strongest  evidence  in   this  case  to    be  that  of 
ihe  witness  Miss  Taylor,  who,  it  was  also  complained,  had  been  treated  with 
mucjj  harshness  in  the  course  of  her  examination   at  the  bar  of  that  House. 
He  was  not  sensible  that  she  had  been  treated  with  any  other  severity,  than 
that  which  was  requisite  to  elicit  from  her  what  she  really  knew,  and  to  place 
in  their  proper  light  all  the  bearings  of  her  evidence.     He  should  be  sur- 
prised indeed,  if  after  a  due  attention  to  it,  it  should  operate  with  any  force 
on  the  mind  of  any  genilemgn.     It  must  occur  to  every  person  who  attended 
lo  the  nature  of  her  evidence,  that,  in   its  complexion,  it  nearly  resembled 
lhat  which  was  exhibited  almost  every  day  in  the  courts  of  justice,'  by  wit- 
nesses who  were  brought  forward  for  the  express  purpose  of  proving  some 
particular   thing  respecting  which  liiev  had  previously  been  anxiously  pre- 
pared.    Upon  that  point  their  recollection  seemed  lo  be  fresh  and  full ;  upon 
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every  other,  their  roemdry  appeared  a  mere  blank.  Just  so  wllh  MISs  Tay- 
lor ;  she  could  perfectly  recollect  what  had  passed  four  or  five  years  aojo,  but 
was  wholly  unable  to  remember  what  had  occurred  only  lour  weeks  bfeforc. 
Surely  there  was  in  this  somelhing  so  strange  and  striking,  that  it  wdK  im- 
possible to  pass  it  over  without  so.ne  animadversion.  If  the  House  attended 
to  the  tenor  and  drift  of  the  language  which  this  witness  affirmed  the  Duke 
of  York  to  have  made  iise  of,  respecting  the  conduct  of  Colonel  French,  they 
must  alike  be  struck  with  its  utter  improbability.  Was  it  probable,  vvas  it 
credible,  that  his  Royal  Higiiuess  could  have  made  .use  of  sujh  words,  or 
divulged  such  a  secret  in  such  company  ?  Was  it  credible  he  would  have 
explained  himself  upon  such  matters,  bLfore  a  person  in  whose  presence  he 
had  never,  on  any  former  occasion,,  touched  upon  sue  h  subject-^,  if  he  could 
possibly  be  supposed  to  allude  to  transactions  in  which  he  had  a  corrupt  in- 
terest ?  Incredible! — Still  in  the  supposition  that  Miss  Taylor  did  tell  the 
truth,  with  respect  to  the  words  alleged  to  have  been  used  by  him,  was  it 
hot  quite  natural  for  him  <;o  to  express  himself  respecting  a  person  by  whom 
he  had  been  so  pestered  and  importuned.  Not  so  as  to  the  language  said  to 
be  used  by  Mrs.  Clarke.  To  the  question-How  does  he  use  you,  darling? 
i ;  it  likely  Mrs.  Clarke  would  have  ar.swered,  middling  ?  She  had  already  re- 
ceived 1300/.  out  of  QO')OL  VVa<;  that  to  be  called  middling  ?  She  expected 
more  ;  and  was  it  probable,  that  by  making  use  of  harsh  language  in  describ- 
incr  the  conduct  of  Colonel  French  towards  her,  she  would  have  risked  in- 
disposing the  Duke  against  him  ?  Would  she  not,  on  the  contrary  have 
rather  spoken  kindly  of  him,  and  not  hazard  breaking  that  golden  egg? 
Would  she  not  have  rather  observed— It  is  true  he  pesters  you,  but  to  me 
he  behaves  very  well.  But  even,  although  Miss  Taylor  may  have  told  the 
truth,  a*?  to  the  expres«;ions  made  use  of  on  the  occasion  by  the  Duke  of 
York,  it  would  not  tbilow  that  they  proved  any  corrupt  practices  on  his  part  ; 
or  that  they  could  have  been  liable  to  the  meaning  which  this  evidence  would 
fain  affix  to  them.  Even  though  the  levy  had  continued  two  months  longer 
after  this  observation  of  his  lloyal  Highness,  no  proof  of  corruption  could 
(hence  be  inferred.  Might  not  that  permission  be  fairly  construed  into  a 
widi  to  aflbrd  some  niore  time,  in  order  to  see  if  the  levy  could  be  continued 
with  u  better  prospect  ot  success  ?  Where  then  would  be  the  proof  of  any 
improper  indulgence  in  this  respect  ?  But  what  was  soon  after,  according  to 
General  Taylor,  the  report  of  General  Whitelocke  ?— Did  he  not  represent 
that  it  had  already  been  attended  with  considerable  expence  ;  and  that  if  it 
did  not  proceed  with  more  success,  so  unproductive  a  levy  must  be  disconti- 
nued. The  complaint  of  the  heavy  and  unprofitable  expencewas  again  re- 
peated abo  It  the  14ih  April,  and  the  levy  was  then  discontinued,  andthe  let- 
ter of  service  withdrawn.  Had  the  Duke  harboured  the  least  suspicion  that 
Mrs.  Clarke  had  corruptly  obtained  a  sum  of  money  by  this  transaction,  had 
he  been  conscious  of  being  liable  lo  the  suspicion  of  a  corrupt  participation  in 
those  practices,  would  he  have  expressed  any  displeasure  ?  Would  he  not  oa 
the  contrary  have  endeavoured  by  some  other  means,  to  repair  the  loss  which 
Colonel  French  had  sustained.  Surely  some  such  attempt  would  have  bee^) 
made  by  a  person^  who  felt   himself  exposed  to  such    an  imputation. 

From  every  view  of  this  case  he,  upon  his  conscience,  did  not  imagine 
that  any  unprejudiced  mind  could  be  atfected  by  the  evidence  ot  Miss 
Taylor,  on  this  ^oint.  The  case  of  Capt.  Tonya  was  another  upon  wbich 
some  stress  was  endeavoured  to  be  laid. .  His  name  was  among  a  list  of  re- 
commcndalious,  ior  the  filling  up  of  a  number  of  commissions  ;  some  de- 
lay afterwards^  ensued,  but  that  d^lay  arose  from  the  very  nature  of  the 
case.  For  when  so  large  a  pumWer  were  to  bep.ronK)ted,  was  it  to  be  ex- 
No.   'i  3.  4  E  pected 
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pectecl  that  the  business  could  be  expedited,  as  iti  the  case  of  a  single  in- 
dividual ?     As  to  the  note  produced  by  Capt.  SandoH,  in  order   to  prevail 
upon  Capt.  Tonyn  not  'to  withdraw   the  deposit  of  oOOL  much  labour  and 
anxiety  had  been  bestowed  upon  it  :    and  very  naturally,  for  it  was  the  in- 
strument brought  out  in  evidence    to  prove  the  privily  and  parlicipatien  of 
the  Duke  in  the  {uorits  derived  by   Mrs.  Clarke  from  her  interference  on 
this  occasion.     But  here  the  House  had    again  and  again  to  pause  before 
they  could  bring  themselves  to  believe,   that   the   note  was  really  the  hand- 
writing^ of  the  Duke  of  York.     They  would  recollect,  that  a  person  who 
proposes  to  commit  a   forgery,   will  take  care   well  to  imitaJe  the  hand  he 
would  take  off;    and  then  only  commit  the  act  when  he  perceived,  after  re- 
peated study  of  the  same  words  in  other  letters,  he  should  be  able  to  arrive 
at  a  perfect  likeness.     Of  tliese   facilities    IMrs-  Clarke  was  am})ly  possess- 
ed ;  and  there  was  an  inference  which  it  was  therefore  not  unfair  to  draw,  res- 
pecting the  authenticity  of  the  note.     It  was   to  be  admitted,  that  among 
the  number  of  witnesses  consulted  with   regard  to  the  similarity  ot  the  note 
to    the   hand- writing  of  the  two   letters,  there  was  nearly    a  balance  of 
evidence.     Most  of  ihem   confessed,  that  the  hand-writing  of  the  note  was 
very  like  that  of  the  letters  ;  but  Colonel    Brownrigge,  who  must  have  beiiu 
well  acquainted  with  the  Duke's   hand,  affirmed,  that,  upon  the  whole,  it 
was  not  like  the  hand-writing  of  his  Royal  Highness.    'I'he  similarity  was 
acknowledged ;  but  the  similarity,   as  hjs   had   already  observed,  did  not 
prove  the  identity  of  the  hand,  or   rescue  the  note  from  the  suspicion  of 
forgery.    When  the  House  recollected  all  the  circumstances  attending  the 
note,  they  would  still  further  pause  before  they  admitted  it  to  be  the  Duke*s 
writinor.     It  would  strike  them,  that  iNIrs.  Clarke  said  she  had  no  recoUoc* 
tionofsuch  a  note.     She  would  not  indeed  be  very  forward  to  recollect 
it,  if  it  was  a  forgery.     Besides,  why   did  Mrs.  Clarke,  who  was  so  careful 
to  keep  every  other  note  and  paper  of  the  Duke's,  come  to  let  out  of  her 
hands  one  of  such  importance,  and  still  have  no  recollection  of  it  ?     Could 
it  be  supposed,  that  after  writing   to  the  Duke  for    the  express  purpose  of 
getting  an  answer  from  him  to  thew  Tonyn,  she  could  have  forgotten  so 
particular  a  circumstance  r     AstoSandon's   story  about  the  note,  noilunp; 
surely  could   be  more  confused  and  unsatisfactory.     Did  it  furnish  a  sha- 
dow of  proof  to  bring  home   to  the  Duke  the  charge  of  corruption.     The 
House  was  told  that  the  note  was   shewn  to   Tonyn,  wrapped  up  in  the 
cover  of  a  letter  from  Dover.     Now,    to  what   purpose  was   this  cover 
shewn  ?     How  could  Tonyn  be  more  convinced  that  the  n-Jte  was  from  the  . 
Duke,  by  seeing  a  cover  in  his  hand-writing,  since  it  appears   that  he  was 
•wholly  unacquainted  with  the  Duke's  hand?     Of  a  similar  nature   was  the 
ii(  dress  said  to  be  to  George  Farquhar.     This  amounted  to   nothing,   for 
Tonyn   knew  nothing   more  of  that    than  if  it   were  any  other  travelling 
name.     ISlany  other  circumstances   tended  ■  to  prove  that  Mrs.  Clarke  ©rIv 
ati'ected,  or  pretended  to  know  what  was  going^on.     Then  she  spoke  of  two 
IVIajiC3rs,  intimating  that  she  procured  for  Tonyn  a  better  chance  of  promo- 
tion,  while  no-such  Mujwrs  as   the  two   she  alludied  to    v/ere  in  existeuce. 
Besides  it  would  appear,  that  there  were  many  circumstances  attending  the 
letter  which  did   not  apply  to  the  note.     When   the   House  took  all  these 
c'.ircumfelances  into  due  coijbidertuion,   they  would  be  convinced  ther-e  was 
no  argument  deducible  from  the  note   which  courAcnanced    the  charge  of 
-  corruption    against  the  Duke  of  York.  ,    He   was  theii^fore   particularly 
surprized    how    the    hon.   gentlemjin    who    preceded    him   (Mr.   Curwen) 
<:ould  have  possibly  laid  so  iiiuck  stress  upon  it.     Iherti  ware   other  cases 

which 


587 

which  -now  remained  for  him  to  examine  :  but  he  oonfesf^cd  lie  felt  rather 
exhausted,  and  there  remained  much  for  him  to  do  in  what  he  had  still  to 
observe — [here  repeated  cries  were  heard  of  ^''Adjourn!  affjuurn  !  go 
»n  !  gf)  on  /"] 

The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  then  observed  that  if  it  was 
the  u'ish  of  the  House  now  to  adjourn,  he  would  acquiesce  in  that  wish  ; 
but  before  they  parted,  he  thoiigiu  it  best  to  state  what  was  his  view  of  the  , 
question.  He  had  already  expressed  his  opinion  of  the  nature  and  tenderjcy 
of  the  address  moved  by  the  hon.  gentleman.  That  address  he  would 
resist ;  and,  in  the  room  of  the  address,  his  intention  was  to  substitute  and 
move  certain  resolutions. 

The  first  resolution  would  state  the  nature  of  the  charges  brought  against 
his  Royal  Highness  the  Duke  of  York,  and  the  distinct  and  direct  opinioia 
of  the  House  upon  tliem. 

The  second  resolution  would  state,  that  the  House,  after  a  f«ll  and  atten- 
tive consideration  ot  the  evidence  produced  at  their  bar, in  support  of  these 
charges,  saw  nothing  in  it  to  prove  the  personal  corruption,  or  criminal 
connivance,  whicli,  in  the  transactions  it  enumerated,  the  charges  would 
impute  to  the  conduct  of  his  Royal  Highness. 

Meithcr  was  it  his  intention  to  pass  by  unnoticed  what  had  passsed  at  the 
bar  in  the  course  of  hearing  tliat  evidence,  or  that  part  of  the  hon,  gentle- 
man's address  which  had  for  its  object  the  removal   of  his  Royal  Highness. 
Even  if  no  proof  of  })ersonal   corruption    should   have    been  found  against 
him.     But  to    move   another  resolution  expressive  of  the  opinion  ot  the 
House  on  tliat  head.     The  purport  of  that  resolution  would  be  to  acknow- 
ledge the  long  services  of  the  Duke  of  York,  and   to  declare,   that  as  the 
Country  did  notsupply  a  person  better  able  and   qualified  to   fulfil  the  du- 
ties of  Commander  in  Chief,  he  could  not  be  removed  from  that  office  with- 
out great  inconvenience  and  detriment  to  the  public  service.     He  should 
conclude  witli  moving  an  address  to  his  Majesty,  into  which  he  would  ir- 
troduce  the  foregoing  resolutions,  and    embody  on  them   an  expression  of 
what  has  been  excited  in  the  mind  of  the  House  during  the  progress  of  the?e 
proceedings.     The  address  will  again  acknowledge  the  deep  and  lively  sense 
the  House  entertains  for  the  services  of  the  hidi  and  illustrious  Personage 
who  is  so  nearly  related' to  the  Throne,  adverting  particularly   to  the  salu- 
tary and  ethcient    regulations   introduced  by  his  Royal  Highness  into  the 
army,  which  have  been  so  eminently  calculated  to  prevent  those  very  abuses 
which  have  been  made  the  subject  of  charges  against  his  Royal  Highness  ; 
that  the  House  deeply  regrets  that  such  a  connection  had  ever  existed   as 
that  under  cover  of  which  transactions  had  taken  place  so  injurious  to  the 
name  of  his  Royal  Highness  ;  and  that  it  js  no  small   consolation  to  the 
■!House  of  Commons,   that   in  his   Royat  Highness's  letter  to  the  House, 
bis  Roval  Highness  has  himself  regretted   the  existence  of  such  a  connec- 
tion,  from  which   they  derive  »  confident  liope,  that  his  Royal  Highness  will 
liereafter  exhibit  a  bright  example  of  every  virtue,  in  imitation  of  his  Royal 
Parent,  whose  virtuous  conduct,  during  a  long  life  and  reign,  has  so  en- 
deared him  to  every  class  of  his  subjects. 

The  right  hon.  gentleman  again  proposed  to  continue  what  he  had  to  of- 
fer on  the  other  charges— but  a  cry  of  adjourn  !  adjourn  !  again  arose,  to 
which  he  yielded  ;  and  at  HALF  PA^T-THREE  O'CLOCK  the  House 
and  the  Debate  were  according  adjourned. 
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Tkursdai/y  March  9- 


LoKD  FoLKSTONL  moved,  **  That  the  order  of  the  Day,  for  the  House 
being  called  over,  be  read;"  which  being  done,  for  the  same  reasons 
wbJLh  he  had  urged  yesterday,  as  it  was  probable  the  discussion  would  not 
be  finished  this  day,  he  moved  *'  That  the  House  be  called  over  to-mor- 
row," which  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  Beuesfoud  then  gave  notice,  that  if  a  similar  motion  were  pressed 
to-morrow,  he  should  feel  it  his  duty  to  propose  au  amendment. 

The  order  of  the  day  having  been  read  for  taking  into  further  considera- 
tion the  report  of  the  Conunittee  appointed  to  inquire  into  the  conduct  of 
his  Eoyal  Highness  the  Cumniander  in  Chief. 

Mr.'  Pemceval  resumed  the  debate  of'  last  night  with  the  conclusion 
of  his  speech,  which  he  had  left  uwfinished   at  the  adjournment,  by  apolo- 
gising now,  if  he  had  omitted  it  before,  for   the  great  length  at  which  he 
found  himself  under  the  necessity  of  occupying  their  attention.  In  the  course 
of  his  former  discussion,  he  had  disposed  of  the  cases  of  Brook  and  Knight, 
and  of  Capt.  Tonyn's  promotion,  so  as  to  leavvi  in  his  mind  nothing  more 
to  add  to  them.      With  respect  to   Major   French's  levy,  there  had  been 
son)e  papers  laid  on  their  table,  which  he  had  nut  adverted  to,  as  noi  con- 
ceiving them   necessary   to  the  question,  they  relating  to  the  Major's  ap- 
pointment to  his  present  station  at  Jamaica;  but  it  would  be  recollected, 
that  this  was  n)erely  a  resumption  of  the  situation  lie  had  held  before  the 
grant  of  his  levy,  and   therefore   he  still   contended,  th.at  notwithstanding 
this,  as  the  Duke  could  not  be  said  to  have  provided  for  him,  .the  trans- 
action was   a  proof  of  his   conscious  innocence,  and  of  his  not  fearing  to 
provoke  attack.     But  he   had   found   that  an  impression   had   been  made 
since  last  night,  as  if  that  levy   had  not   been  put  au  end  to  at  an  earlier 
period;  the  papers,  however,  on  their  table,  would  satisfactorily  explain 
that  to  have  been  done  in  as  short  a  space  of  time  as  the  nature  of  official 
proceedings  would  admit  of.     It  had  been  assumed  as  a  fact,  that  the  com- 
plaints on  the  subject  of  the  levy  had  first  originated  with  General  Taylor, 
in  Ireland  ;   but  that  was  not  so.     In  fact,  complaints  of  the  slowness  with 
■which  the  levies  had    advanced,  had   existed  long   before,  and  they  had 
been  referred  to  General  Taylor,  who  then  made  his  report  on  them.     It 
was  upon  this  that  Colonel  Gordon  had  given  an  additional  period,  the  first 
©f  April,  for  completing  the  levies;  but  with  this  proviso,  that  if  greater 
activity  were  not  evinced,  the  levy  should   be  set  aside  ;  and  on  the  14th 
April,  the  Commander  in  Chief  had  been  informed  of  the  backward  .state 
of  the  levies,  and  on  the  following  day  had  put  a  final  end  to  them.     Upon 
this  part  of  the  case  he   bad  no  further  observations  to  make,  except  one 
with  regard  to  the  expence  attending  that  levy.     It  would  be  recollected 
that  the  greatest  part  of  that  expence  had  been  incurred,  in  the  first  instance, 
by  the  appointment  of  officers  and  Serjeants,  which  were  necessary  for  the 
carrying  on  of  the  establishment;  so  that,  so  far  from  an  unnecessary  ex- 
pence,  if  the  levy  had   been  stopped  at  an  earlier  period,  instead  of  an 
expence  of  J50/.  it  would  have  stood  the  country  in  above  1000/.  a  man. 
The  next  case  in  order  was  that  of  Colonel  Shaw;  and  here  particular  at- 
tention would  be  necessary  to  the  evidence   of  Mrs.  Clark-e,  in  which  she 
would  be  found  to  be  as  false  as  in  all   the  rest  of  her  testimony.     By  her 
evidence,  it  would  appear,  that  Colonel  Shaw  had  offered  her  1000/.;  that 
ke  wished  to  be  appointed  Colonel  of  the  Manx  regiment,  but  that  it  was 
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pre-engaged  ;  ibat  he  applied  for  some  other   appointment,  and  \\\\^-  pro- 
mised ihat  at  the  Cape  of  Good  Hope  ;  that  instccid  ol  lUOO/.  she  hir.l   i{> 
ceived  only  bOul. ;  that  she  was  dissatisfied  with  that,  and  lliat  llie  Duke  of 
York  told  her  he  was  a  bad  man  to   have  any  dealings  with,  atid  that  he 
had  reduced  him  to  halt-pay.  All  this  was  certainly  coniirmnlory  of  the  state- 
ment of  the  lion,  member.   But  there  was  a  document  in  contradiction  to  all 
this,  which  could  not  lie;  and   and  this  was  a   letter  from  Colonel  Shaw 
himself  to  Mrs.  Clarke,   wherein  he  offers  her  an  additional  sum  of  r^OO/. 
a-year,  to  be  i emitted  to  her  during  his  residence  at  the  Cape,  upon  con- 
dition of  his  being  put  upon  full  pay.     This  letter,  instead  of  a  failure,  as 
alleged  on    his   part,  proved   an  offer  much  larger  than  tliat  he  was  sup- 
posed to  have  failed  in,  and  deserving  a  conduct  very  different  from  that 
want  of  attention  which  she  alledged  she  paid  to  it.     Would  any  one  say, 
that  such  an  offer   was   not  worthy  attention  ?  Or  rather,  what  attention 
would  they  be  inclined  to  pay  to  such  evidonce  as  her's  upon  this  subject  ? 
when  Sir  Marry  Burrard  likewise  interested  himself  so  warmly  in  his  be- 
half, the  answer  of  Colonel  Shaw  proved  him  to  have  been  perfectly  con- 
versant with  the  terms  of  his  appointment,  that  of  being  to  be  put  on  the 
half-pay.       What,   then,    becomes  of  her  assertion,  that   he   complained 
of  being  put    on  the    halt-pay?     The   fact,     howevv,    n)ight   be    this; 
that  having   succeede'd   in   what   he    first   looked    for,  he    might,  in  com- 
mon with  many  others,  be  anxious  to  secure  somewha.  in  addition  to  what 
he  had  gained   before.     Thus,  then,  was   the   evidence   of  Mrs.  Clarke, 
under  this  head,  completely  disproved.     The   next   case  was  that  of  Mr. 
fJowler.     This  rested  entirely  on  the  evidence  of  that  gentleman  and  Mrs, 
Clarke,  and  he  should  not  repeat  the  observations  he  had  made  on  it  yes- 
terday.    By  that  it  appeared  he  had  given  her  lOOO/.;  but  whether  that 
was  for  his  place,  or  for  what  other  consideration,  he  would  not  take  upon 
himself  to  say  ;  certain  it  was,  he  was  her  favourite  paramour,  and  had 
also  assisted  her  in  raising  various  sums  of  money.     It  was  also  certain  he 
had  given  a  very  diffVjrent  account  of  his  appointment,   until  a^ter  he  had 
been  closetted  with   her.     These  were  the  impressions  this  evidence  had 
made  upon  his  mind,  and  he  trusted  that  a  candid  examination  of  it  would 
produce  the  same  upon  the  minds  of  others.     He  could  not  he;e,  however, 
avoid  noticing  the  manner  in  which  the  public  mind  had  been  poisoned  by 
the  various  publications,  in  which  a  mixture  of  falsehood  and  misrepre- 
sentation had  been  circulated  with   the  most  active   malignity,  and  whicli 
were  of  such  an  inflammatory  nature,  as  to  afford  sufficient  ground  in  any 
other  case,  or  upon  any  other  trial,  to  postpone  the  decision,  till  the  re- 
turn of  cooler  moments;  he  hoped  and  trusted,  nevertheless,  that  the  evil 
effects  of  such  attempts  would  be  now  completely  done  away  by  the  candid 
and  dispassionate  decision  of  that  House.   Kennett's  case,  he  likewise  found 
free  from  all  imputation  of  the  charge  of  corruption.     On  the  second  inter- 
view on  the  subject  of  the  loan,  the  application  had  been  made  to  Colonel 
'J'aylor,  fur  the  purpose  of  procuring  him  a  place,  and  this  as  a  favour  to 
himself,  and  also  to  Sir  H.  Mann,  who  had  recommended  him.     In  the 
course  of  the  proceeding?,  the  application  had  been  refused.     It  had  been 
afterwards  renewed  in  a  letter  from  Kennett,  in  which  he  seemed  to  offer 
3n  advance  in  the  amount  of  the  loan,  upon  his  appointment  to  a  situation. 
This  letter  Colonel  Taylor  had  not  ever  shewn  to  the  Duke,  but  merely  re- 
ported the  contents.     1'he  letter  itself  was  of  a  dubious  import,  and  they 
would  not  surely  in  common  candour  suppose  the  worst  upon  it,  and  that 
too  upon  a  bare  representation  of  its  contents;  but  this  part  of  the  case  he 
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should  leave  to  the  observations  of  others  that  were  to  coeie  after  him.  In 
the  case  of  Elderton,  Mrs,  Clarke  would  appear  to  be  very  nuich  inlerested 
in  his  behalf;  and  his  letter  of  thanks  lo  his  Royal  Highness,  for  his  leave 
of  absence,  was  to  him  a  cpinplete  proof  of  the  imposition  of  Mrs.  Clarke, 
by  her  seeming  interference.  How  was  this  letter  found  ?  not  with  the 
Duke,  where  it  must  have  been,  if  it  had  been  ever  delivered  to  him,  but 
amongst  her  papers.  It  was  not  inclosed  in  an  envelope,  but  merely  di- 
rected on  the  same  paper  on  which  it  was  written,  and  without  a  seal;  po 
that  it  would  appear  to  have  been  sent  to  her  for  the  purpose  of  seeing  its 
contents  before  it  was  delivered,  and  so  remained  with  her,  and  was  never 
delivered  to  his  Royal  fiighness.  Another  case,  that  of  Major  Turner, 
was  of  a  gentleman  requesting  leave  to  resign.  This  application  came  at 
the  same  time  widi  another,  hostile  to  him,  from  Mrs.  Sutherland.  The 
hon  gentleman  had  said  she  ouglit  to  have  been  suspected  ;  did  he  mean  to 
say  this,  when  the  proofs  he  depended  upon  for  making  out  his  case  were 
grounded  upon  such  evidence  as  seemed  now  to  be  jelied  on  ?  or  that  the 
Duke  was  to  be  accused  for  a  similar  belief,  when  he  himself  was  acting  on 
what  he  called  proofs?  but  in  this  case  the  Duke  directed  inquiry  to  be 
made;  and  General  Cartwright,  to  whom  reference  was  given,  declared 
his  totnl  ignorance  on  the  suhjpcl,  but  that  he  would  make  investigation 
into  it ;  and  yet  the  Duke  is  accused  of  delay.  Inquiry  was  accordingly 
made,  and  the  charges  having  been  declared  wholly  groundless  the  resigna- 
tion was  immediately  accepted. 

Tlie  next  case,  that  of  Carter,  had  been  so  ably  handled  by  a  learned 
gentleman  (Burlon)  wlio  spoke  last  night,  as  left  him  nothing  to  say,  but 
that  it  appeared  to  be  the  humane  attention  of  the  Duke  of  York  to  the  re- 
commendation of  Mr.>.  Clarke,  of  a  deserving  per.^on  ;  and  so  far  from  see- 
ing blame  in  the  transaction,  he  considered  that  one  act  as  tending;  to  redeem 
her  character  from  infamy,  when  she  expressed  her  hope  to  Mr.  Wardle, 
that  he  would  not  mention  it.  In  the  year  ISOl,  Carter  had  been  recom- 
mended, by  the  person  who  had  passed  as  his  father,  lb  his  Royal  Highness, 
as  the  son  of  anoHicer  who  had  died  in  the  service.  At  this  lime  the  army 
uas  actually  reducing,  and  of  course  commissions  difficult  to  be  procured  ;  in 
consequence,  nothing  was  done  for  him  till  the  year  1805.  He  had  been 
represented  in  the  degrading  character  of  a  foot-boy  ;  but  admitting  it  to  be 
♦  rue,  he  had  been  found  by  the  Duke  in  March  1804,  and  it  was  in  the 
Gommencement  of  that  year  that  Mrs.  Clarke's  establishment  took  place  ; 
he  consequently  could  not  have  been  in  that  situation  more  than  three 
months.  It  may  be  the  Duke  had  forgotten  his  former  recommendation, 
until  he  had  found  him  in  that  degrading  station,  from  which,  to  the  honour 
of  humanity,  he  had  rescued  him.  If,  therefore,  they  were  disposed  to  punish 
ibr  vices,  let  thenj  at  least  not  do  so  for  virtues.  He  did  not  wonder  at  first 
at  the  feeling  which  seemed  to  pervade  them  upon  the  first  mention  of  bU 
being  a  footman,  and  the  indlgnatLon  produced  by  it ;  bat  when  the  casfe 
came  to  be  known,  it  was  put  down  to  his  merit,  which  had  been  since  ad- 
mitted and  established.  His  letter  proved  s,ufllciently  the  education  he  had 
received,  and  that  he  was  in  fact  every  thing  that  was  expected  from  him  ; 
and  he  was  happy  to  add,  that  he  was  at  this  time  on  the  staff  in  the  West 
Indies ;  raised  thereto,  not  by  the  interest  of  the  Duke,  but  by  his  own 
merits  iu  the  eyes  of  his  superior  officers.  The  next  case  of  importance  was 
that  of  Gei^.  Clavering.  The  letter  of  the  Duke,  wherein  his  name  occurs, 
as  being  mistaken  in  the  idea  of  new  regiments  to  be  raised,  but  only  second 
battalions,  and  in  which  he  adds,  "  you  had  better  tell  him  so,"  was  evi- 
<iently  never  in^^ded  to  meet  ^he  public  eye.  By  the  evidence,  Gen.  Cla- 
vering 
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verin«^  offered  1000/.  to  Mrs.  Clarke;  but  the  Duke's  letter  bore  no  appear- 
ance whatever  of  such  an  offer;  for  if  any  such  had  been  made,  would  he 
be  supposed  Vo  throw  cold  water  on  il  ?     The  Duke's  letter  was  dated  'ikh 
August;  and  in  a  letter  of  Gen.  Clavering  to  Mrs.  Clarke,  of  the  5th  Sep- 
tember, which  must  be  supposed  to  allude  to  il,  he  observes,,   "  you  say  the 
Duke  does  not   understand  my  letter;"  this  sufficiently  proves  there  could 
have  been    no  offer  of  corruption   made  by  him  on   the   occasion.      With 
respect  to  Dr.  O'Meara,  that  was  not  a  military  question;  and  how  such- a 
c  haracter  could  have  got  into  the  hands  of  Mrs.  Clarke  was  certainly  to  be 
lamented.     It  was,   however,  a  transaction  that  took  place  at  a  watering- 
place ;  he  might  have  wished   to  preach   before  the  King,  aiid  the  Duke 
might  have  yielded  to  the  solicitation.     With  respect  to  the  letters  found  in 
Ihe  bureau  of  Capt.  Sandon,  that  from  Mrs.  Clarke  to  him,  advising  him  not 
to  come  to  her  box  at  the  Opera,  as  Greenwood  might  watch  them,  shewed 
sufficiently  her  wish  for  privacy    in    her  transactions   with   him.     The  right 
honourable  gentleman  then  touched  upon  that  part  oi  theniinutes  which  re- 
iaied  to  Speddiog,   who  had   applied   through    the   medium   o^'  Sir  Alured 
Clarke  for  promotion,  and  was  afterwards  put  upon  half-pay.     This  circum- 
stance made  Mrs.  Clarke  angry,  which,  of  course,  implied,  that  she  had  no 
influence,  as  the  proceedmg  was  contrary  to  her  wishes.     He  next  adverted 
to  that  part  of  t!ie  evidence  in  which  Mr.  Wardle  had  been  stated  to  have 
run  away  with  tfje  letters;  these  letters  he  considered  a  malicious  device,  to 
throw  dirt   upon  the  character  of  the  friends  of  his   Royal  Highness.     Mrs. 
Clarke  said  she  understood  from  Donovan,  that  Mr.  Greenwood  was  to  par-, 
licipale  in  the.  gain  derived  from  these  infamous  transactions — lor  one  com- 
mission they    were  to  receive  400/.  over  the  regulation  price,  which  was  to 
be  shared  between  Greenwood,  Froom,  and  herself,   this  was  impossible ;  it 
was  a  bare-faced  disregard  of  truth,  and   was  altogether  a  vile  calumny.     l\\ 
the  course  of  his  observations,  he  believed  he  had  touched  upon  all  (he  lead- 
ing points  which  could  atTect  his  Royal  Highness  in  the  discharge  of  iiis  pub- 
lic duly,     lie  next    felt  it  his  duty,  as  it  was  a  subject   wbicJi  had  engrossed 
much  attention,  to  notice  the    payments  lor  plate  to  Mr.  Birkett.     The  ac- 
count containing  the  sum  due  fttr  plate,  slated  it  at  1, 56:3/. ;  there  w«re  other 
articles  furnislied  which  made  it  amount   to  1,8-,M/.     Oat  of  this  sum  a  pay- 
ment of  6O0/.  had  been  made  by  Mrs.  Clarke,  all  the  rest  was  paid  by  the 
lOuke  of  York.     That  payment  reduced   the  amouKl  nearly  to  the  sum  paid 
by   his  Royal   Hij^hness,  namely,   1,321/.;    and  it  never  appeared  tl)at  he 
knew  the  lull  extent,  or   that  Mrs.  Clarke  had  not  purpurseJy  concealed  the 
full  amount.     Theie  was  no  trace  either  of  this   being  paid  out  of  Colonel 
French's    levy;   but,  on  the  contrary,  she   acknowledged   receiving,  about 
that  very  period,  the  sum  of  50'j/.  from  his  Royal  Highness,  for  the  express 
puipose  of  purchasing  plal«  and  linen.     She  had   said  that  when  she  went 
into  Gloucester-place  sh.e   was  noi   in  debt;  supposing   (hat  to  be  the  case, 
there  was  nothing  in  it  which  could  attach  criminality  to  the  Duke  of  York. 
He  had  been,  during  the  investigation,  instructed  to  lay  a  staternenl  before 
the  House,  relative  loUhe  great  expence  of  that   establishment  ;  but   it  had 
been  thought  iinnecess^ary.'    Mrs.  Clarke  acknowledged  that  all  the  furniture 
vvas  paid  tor  by  the  Duke  of  York  ;   so  was  a  great  part  of  the  wine,  besides 
the  payment  of  various  sums  to   the  amoui.t   ol  5,000/.  as    he   had  stated, 
which  could  not  be  paid  to  her  in  anv  otiier  way  than  from  the  person  of  hi<; 
Royal    Higl.ness;  and  that  it   vvas   so  paid  could   be  traced  through  variou* 
sources,  independent  c^f  his  assertion   of  the   facts,  Mrs.  Clarke  hud  stated, 
thit  she   received   once  or   twice  small  bilK',  lo  get  her  necklace  from  Mr, 
Parker,  in  Fl^t-street,   wheie  it   had  been  pledgt;d  ;  and  although  she  said 
she  received  only  1,000/,  a  year  lo  defray  the  expence  of  her  establishment, 
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Ihis  increu'^eci  that  ^um,  and  was  equally  enlilled  Id  be  deemed  a  par(  of  hei 
allowance.  a<?  if  she  had  used  it   for  any  other  purpfose,     Vi^'ien  the  Hou^^e 
was  sold  in  Gloucester-place,  she  said  the  lawyer  received  4,400^. ;  so  that, 
upon  her  own  statemeni,  there  must  have   been  a  residue  of  '2,000l:  for  de- 
fraying !.er  debts.     Shehnd  s-jid,  upon  the  subject  of  bills  received  ^rom  Ih-i 
Diike,   Mr.    Parker  could   sh':;\v  a  bill   for  400/.  received  on  account  of  dia- 
monds pjwned;  so  (iiat   when  the^e  bills  were  compared,   they  would  be 
found  to  amount  lo  (be  sum   in  hi-;  statement.     If  r.uch  criinina!  transaction"? 
h^^  b-z-en  g')ing  on  as  she  had  staled,  surely  her  patronap^e  would  have  been 
S'linrienl  to  enable  her  lo  avrtid  these  embarrassmenis ;  and  therefore  it  was 
a  p'ain  inference,  that  the  Dalce  of  York   could  not,  (or  a  moment,  besup- 
poNcd  to   participate  in  any   of  these  corrupt  means  whatever.     The  rigiit 
non.  jt^entiemen  said,  he  coald  not  help  remarking  upon  the   citridus  manner 
in  which  Mrs.  Favery  had  been  brought  forward,  and  expressed  liis  firm  con- 
viction that  she   was   related   to  Mr<.  Clarke  ;   he  thought  she  was  her  half- 
sister.     Who  could  believe  any   thins  si>e  had  said  ?      What  a  stranire  storv 
^he  tf»M  about  Mr.  Eiiis  ;  and  aderwarcis  when  she  knew  Mr.  Ellis  was  to  be 
brought   forward  asawiiness,  she   went  to  him,  contradicted   all   she  had 
said  before  in  the  Cotnmiitee,  and  when  she  again  came  to  the  bar,  conlra- 
nicled  all  <\)ii  had  said  to  Mr-  Ellis.     On  Mr.  EHis  coming  lo  the  House,  it 
■  set  th<-  faKehood  of  Mrs.  Clarke   and  Mrs.  Favery  in  its  true  colours.     Mrs* 
Clarke  had  said  she  neve/  knew  Mrs.  Favery  by  the  name  of  Farquhar  ;   but 
J\lr.  Ellis  proved  that  she  sent  her  (here  by  that  name,  and  Irequently  visited 
her,  where  she  was  known  by  no  other.     This  he  thought  a  sufHcient  feature 
in  the  case,  lo  shew  that  they  were  not  independent  wilnesses  they   had  ht 
deal  with,  but  that  they  had  pre-concerted  their  plans,  and  had  eniered  into 
a  conspiracy  to  defeat  the  purposes  of  the  inquiry.    (Hear!  Hear!)  Upon 
this  subject  he  did  not  conceive  it  necessary   further  to  trouble   the  House. 
If  there  were  any  truth  at  all  in  the  charge  against  his  Royal  Highness,  or  if 
he  possessed  any  inclinaiion  to  derive  emolument  by  the  sacrifice  of  his  duty^ 
was  it  to  be  supposed  he  would  have  chosen  such  agents?  or,  if  so.  was  it 
likely  he  woyld   have   selected  persons  of  integrity,  and  of   great  ability,  to 
surround  his  person  and  fill  his  offices.     The  right  hon.  gentleman  then  said, 
he  had  gone  through  the  case,  and   thought  he  had  shewn  enough  to  prove 
that   the  House  must  give  their  aye  or  no  upon   the  question  before  them. 
Alter  they  had  given  their  decision  upon  that  point,  it  would  then  be  neces- 
sary for  the  House  to  consider  what  more  should  be  done.     He  felt  confident 
that   the  House,  after  adopting  his  resolutions,  would  think  his  address  the 
best,  and  abandon  that  of  the  hon.  gentleman;  for  whether  bis  lloyal  High- 
ness were  guilty  or  not  guilty,  according  to  that  gentleman's  proposition,  it 
was  immaterial ;  as  in  either  case  he  was  substantively  wrong.     The  hop. 
jientleman's  whole  speech  went  to  charge  the  Duke  of  York  with  corruption 
in  the  execution  of  his  otlice,  so  that  he  did  not  feel  it  expedient  to  say  more 
until  afier  he  was  acquitted  of  that  charge;  when  the  House  had  disposed  of 
thisjtulicia!  question,  with  judicial  feelings,  he  would  then  address  them  uport 
the  expediency  of  further  proceedings.     He  was  far  from  pro})0<;ing  the  ex- 
clusion of  moral  and  religious  feeling,  but  energetically  recommended,  while 
ihey  were  exercising  their  judgment,  to  think  of  their  own  foible?,  and  con- 
sider the  weaknesses  to  whrch  all  are  liable.      He  was  fully  p^r-<oaded  no  ne- 
cessity existed  tor  removing  his   Royal  Highness   from   the  station  he  noiv 
held,  and  which  he  was  so  well  qualified  to  fill.      He  then  expatiited  on  the! 
advantages  the  army  had  derived  from  his  Royal  Highness'^;  exertions  dur- 
ing the  sixteen  years  he  had  been  Commander  in  Chiet  ;  he  sa^id  that  he  had  •. 
brought  the  army  lo  a  slate  of  perfection  it  had  never  before  #ilau^ed ;  that 
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iie  had  infroduce^l  beneficial  regulations  for  the  comfort  of  the  so]drer>,  and 
the  interest  ®f  the  officers;  that  Ire  had  shewed  a  particular  solicitude  for 
their  comfort;  and  that  he  had  introduced  charitable  establishments,  and 
"  elementary  institutions,  which  fully  convinced  him  that  if  the  House  were 
to  urge  his  removal,  they  would  be  at  a  loss  to  find  his  equal ;  indeed  he 
■^vas  convinced  a  more  proper  person  to  fill  that  office  was  not  to  be  found 
in  the  country.  The  right  hon.  gentleman  then  said,  that  he  W;ts  conscious 
many  things*  might  have  escaped  his  notice,  which  might,  perhaps,  ba 
observed  upon  by  others  ;  if  these  were  adverted  to,  he  trusted  he  should 
be  allowed  to  supply  the  deficiency.  An  hon.  gentleman  had  observed, 
that  the  country  would  decide  upon  the  subject  before  the  House,  and 
upon  the  whole  of  its  bearings.  If,  from  garbled  extracts  of  their  pro- 
ceedings, fallacious  ideas  had  been  formed  by  the  country,  it  was  to  be 
hoped,  from  the  ofiicial  situation  of  the  members  of  that  House,  that 
those  under  them  would  approve  their  conduct ;  for  if  they  had  been  mis- 
led, they  had  a  right  to  suppose  that  the  judicious  part  of  ihem  would 
listen  to  the  advice  which  it  would  become  their  duty  to  give,  and  thai:  the 
House  had  better  cease  to  exist,  and  become  itself  a  wild  deinocracy,  than 
be  an  instrument  in  the  hands  of  popular  frenzy.  He  was  sure  the  House 
weuld  do  its  duty,  and  claimed  an  equal  interest  with  the  right  hon.  gentle- 
man to  stand  well  in  public  opinion.  The  course  he  had  pursued  througli 
-  this  delicate  inquiry,  had  been  attended  with  extreme  dithculties  ;  he  had 
made  his  choice,  and  did  not  regret  that  he  had  preferred  the  inquiry  before 
the  whole  House  to  that  of  a  private  Committee;  for  if  his  Royal  Highness 
were  acquitted  of  these  foul  charges,  which  he  trusted  he  would  be,  his 
satisfaction  would  be  greater  in  proportion  to  its  publicity.  TIrroughout 
the  whole  of  the  inq^iiry  he  had  felt  the  liveliest  interest,  with  the  anxiety 
of  a  brother,  and  declared  from  his  heart,  that  the  propositions  were  such 
as  he  would  have  advocated  for  th«?  greatest  stranger.  He  felt  no  appre- 
hension from  bis  constituents  ;  the  place  which  he  represented  in  Parlia- 
ment was  a  very  popular  one  ;  he  trusted  he  could  return  to  them  without 
fear  of  censur*;  and  was  convinced  his  coqduct  upon  this  occasion  would 
meet  with  their  entire  approval.  He  concluded  with  proposing,  by  way  of 
amendment,  the  folJowing  resolutions  : 

Resolved,  That  charges  having  been  brought  against  his  Royal  Highnesa 
the  Duke  of  York,  imputing  to  him  personal  corruption  and  criminal  con- 
nivance in  the  execution  of  his  office  ;  and  this  House  having  referred  the 
said  charges  to  a  Committee,  &c.  feels  it  its  duty  to  pronounce  a  distinct 
opinion  upon  the  subject. 

Resolved,  That  it  is  the  opinion  of  this  House,  after  the  fullest  and 
most  attentive  examination  of  all  the  evidence  adduced,  that  there  is  no 
ground  for  charging  his  Royal  Highness  with  personal  corruption  or  conni- 
Vance  at  such  practices,  disclosed  in  the  testimony  heard  at  the  bar. 

He  added,  if  these  two  Resolutions  were  agreed  to,  he  should  then  submit 
tlie  following  Address : 

**  And  his  Majesty's  faithful  Commons  think  it  their  duty  further  to  state  lo 
"  his  Majesty,  that  while  the  Hou^e  has  seen  the  exampiary  regularity  and 
**  method,  in  whidi  bu^ines:^  i^  conducted  in  his  Royal  Hie;hness's  office, 
*'  and  the  salutary  regulations  introduced  by  him,  some  of  which  were  intend- 
*'  ed  t')  ()rcvent  the  very  abuses  complained  of,  and  which  have  been  brought 
"  under  review,  they  cannot  but  feel  the  greatest  regret  and  concern  (hat  a 
*'  connection  should  iiave  existed  which  has  thus  exposed  his  Royal  Higl> 
"  ness's  character  to  public  calumny,  and  that  frauds  should  liave  been  car- 
*'  ried  on,  vvitft  which  his  Royal  Highness's  name  has  been  coupled,  ot  a  most 

NO.  24.  4p  '♦  disfraceful 


594  ' 

'•  disgraceful  and  dan<reroi;^  tendency;  but  it  is,  at  the  sanric  time,  a  great 
«*  consolalion  to  the  H()U^e  to  ub>erve  the  deep  concern  his  Roval  Highness  . 
"  ha^  expressed,  that  such  a  connection  should  ever  have  taken  place;  and  on 
•'  the  expression  of  that  regret  the  House  is  confident  that  his  Royal  Highness 
•«  will  keep  in  view  the  uniformly  virtuous  and  exemplary  conduct  of  his 
'*  Majesty,  since  the  commenceniient  of  his  reign,  and  which  has  endeared 
"  his  Majesty  to  all  his  subjects/'  ^ 

Mr.  Bathukst  said,  he  thought  both  the  original  motion  and  the  amena- 
ment  were,  in  his  opinion,  so  objectionable,  that  he  could  not  give  either  of 
them  his  concurrence.     He  disapproved  of  the  latter  part  of  the  amendment 
proposed  by  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  in  which  he  attempted  to  con- 
solidate the  two  motion-!  into  one;   tor  he  apprehended  that  unless  the  House 
had  something  to  communicate  to  his  Majesty,  in  which  ihey  desired   hira  to 
take  some  part— it   was  neither  usual  nor  necessary  to  submit  to  his  Majesty 
what  has  been  done  by  l!>at  House.     His  Majesty  had  the  same  means  of  in- 
formation of  uhat  was  going  on  in  the  House,  as  the  public  in  general  have, 
through  the  medium  of  the  pu!)lic  prints,  and  therefore  it  amounted  to  nothing, 
the  stating  to  him  in  a  formal  manner  what  had  passed.     He  had  the  same  ob- 
jection to  the  Address  itself.    He  should  rather  have  an  amendment  proposed, 
expressive  merely  of  the  guilt  or  innocence  of  his  Royal   Highness  the  Com. 
niander  in  Chief,  which  might  be  afterwards  followed  up  by  some  other  reso- 
lution,either  diat  he  should  or  should  not  be  continued  in  the  command  ofthe 
army,  upon  a  thorough  investijjation  of  all  the  other  matters  of  inquiry,  without 
the  House  coming  to  any  final  determination  upon  the  prevent  occasion.  There 
was  no  occasion  for  mullipl)ing  resolutions  a^  preparatory  ones  to  the  last, 
when  one  resolution  might  answer  the  purpose  sufficiently  ;   \'or  it  was  more 
ftianly   in   the  House  to  come  to  a  direct  and    positive  opinion   upon  those 
charges.     Mr.  Balhurst  then  entered  into  an  examination  ofthe  various  parts 
ofthe  evidence,  but   in  a  manner  very  inaudible  to  the  gallery.     VVe  under- 
stood him  to  argue,  that  the  letters  produced  might  have  been  written  merely 
for  the  purposes  of  deception  of  persons  who  applied  to  Mrs.  Clarke  for  pro- 
motions and  appoint meiils.     This  supposition  was  strengthened  by  the  cir- 
cumstance of  solicitations  being  continued,  even   after  warnings    had  been 
given  and  disapprobation  had  b^en  expressed  to  Mrs.  Clarke  by  the  Duke. 
It  had  became  so  notorious  that  she  had  infiaence  with  the  Commander  in 
Chief,  that  she  had  found  it  her  interest  to  follow  it  up.     When  it  was  consi- 
dered what  sort  of  a  man  General  Cliveriag  was  it  was  evident  that  he  could 
not  be  one  that  was  dabbling  in  commissions,  as  Captain  Sandon  had   been, 
and  therefore  that  he  too  had  been  amongst  those  who  were  duped.     This  be- 
ing the  case,  none  of  the  lettersproduced  appeared  to  afford  the  presumption  that 
his  Roval  Highness  was  aware  of  all  the  applications  made  to  her.     As  to  the 
note  which  had  the  name  of  Major  Tonyn  in  it,  a  considerable  degree  ofthe 
impression  created  by  that  note  must  be  done  away,  when  it  was  known  that 
that  oflicer  had  various  sortsof  business  at  the  Horse  Gnards,  and  that  Mrs.  Clarke 
was  often  applied   to,  merely  to  give  information  of  vfhat  progress  had  been 
made  in  transactions  connected  with  that  oftice,  through  her  connection  with 
the  Duke.     A.s  to  the  boy  that  was  promoted  in  the  army,  it  had  been  proved 
that  he  was  the  son  of  General  Sutton  ;  and  it  should  not  be  a  matter  of  sur- 
prise, that  he  was  taken  notice  of  on  account  of  his  possessing  merit.     Disap- 
proving as  lie  did  of  the  motion  and  the  amendment,    both  in  point  of  form 
and  substance,  he  sho\i!d  think  it  his  duty,  unless  some  other  gentleman  took 
the  matter  up  in  the  light  in  which  he  viewed  it,  to  propose  other  terms  for  the 
House,  expressing  its  sentiments  in  a  manner  more  congenial  to  the  feelings 
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oF  (he  Ilinstrious  Personage  under  whom  tlie  army  had  flourished  for  many- 
years  AVitliout  intruding  his  proposition  at  present,  however,  he  should  only 
suggest  wluit  he  tlioughl  would  be  most  proper  upon  such  an  occasion  ;  namely, 
'*  That  this  House  has  observed  with  the  deepest  regret,  that  in  consequence  of 
a  connection  tJie  most  injproper  and  unbecoming,  communications  upon  oflicial 
subjects  and  relative  to  military  promotions,  have  been  allowed  to  exist, 
M-hich  could  not  but  tend  to  the  discredit  of  the  official  situation  of  the  C»m- 
niunderin  Chief,  and  give  colour  and  ertect  as  they  have  done,  to  transactions 
the  most  indiscreet  and  pernicioui." 

-Mr.  WHirBREAD  then  rose  and  spoke  as  follows  :--I  approve,  Sir,  of  tiie 
judicious  s|)eech  that  has  been  made  by  the  hon.  gentleman  who  has  just  sat 
down.  I  think  tliat  what  lie  has  said  is  in  many  points  so  convincing,  and  the  de* 
dtictions  drawn  are  so  irre'^istible,  that  no  man  can  dissent  from  them.  But, 
Sir^  I  should  have  wished  rather  to  have  followed  the  right  hon.  gentleman 
over  the  way,  (Mr.  Perceval,)  as  I  w.is  prepared  to  answer  many  of  the  argu- 
ments he  u<ed  in  the  eloquent  speech  whicli  lie  has  made;  for,  to  do  him  jus- 
tice, I  inustsay,  that  in  it  lie  has  (iisplay<.'d  abilities  which  have  even  surpassed 
himself.  Whatever  may  be  the  decision  of  this  great  and  important  question, 
I  think  his  Uoyal  Highness  the  Commander  in,  Chief  cannot  hav-e  reason  to 
find  fault  with  the  defence  that  has  been  made  for  him.  I  believe  the  riffht 
hon.  gentleman  opposite  to  be  perfectly  conscientious  in  every  thing  he  has 
stated  in  that  Illustrious  Personage's  behalf;  but  I  am  $ure  there  were  many 
passages  in  that  speech,  which  it  would  be  impossible  not  to  animadvert  upon  ; 
and  that  I  shall  do  as  delicately  as  possible.  The  right  hon.  gentleman  began 
by  attacking  my  honourable  friend,  the  original  mover,  in  a  manner  which,  [ 
must  say,  he  did  not  deserve;  and  he  concluded  with  asserting  doctrines, 
which  I  think  were  founded  upon  false  and  erroneous  principles.  He  had 
complained  that  his  hon.  friend  had  stated,  that  the  country  would  sit  iir 
judgment  upon  the  decision  of  the  House  upon  this  occasion,  and  that  such  au 
expression  was  wholly  unconstitutional.  How  he  had  a  right  to  suppose  that 
any  thing  either  unconstitutional  or  improper  was  intended  by  my  hon.  friend, 
I  anj  -at  a  loss  to  conceive. 

It  was  only  an  appeal  te  the  people  of  the  country,  which,  most  assuredly, 
their  representatives  had  a  right  to  make  upon  this  occasion,  and  in  doing  so  he 
was  only  following  the  example  of  one  of  that  right  hon.  gentleman's  colleagues, 
who  soon  after  the  change  of  administration,  held  out  a  threat,  that,  whatevtr 
might  be  the  decision  of  the  Hou<e,  they  would  appeal  to  the  sense  of  the 
people.  I  may  truly  say,  with  him,  that  there  have  gone  forth  various  g3rble4 
extracts  of  evidence;  but  if  there  have  been  libels  worthy  of  being  complain- 
ed of,  I  call  upon  iiis  learned  associate  upon  his  right  hand  (the  Attorney-Ge- 
neral) to  say  wiiy  those  libels  should  have  so  long  gone  unpunished  ?  for  no 
want  of  severity  can  in  general  be  stated  to  have  taken  place  in  their  proceed- 
"ings.  I  have  not  been  able  to  read  the  whole  of  the  news-papers  and  various 
publications  that  are  daily  going  forth,  but  of  this  I  am  certain,  that  the  misre- 
presentations have  been  quite  as  gross  on  the  one  side  of  this  question  as  upoa 
the  other  ;  and  as  the  right  hon.  gentleman  hims^f  was  anxious  to  give  publi- 
city to  these  various  transactions,  it  was  what  might  have  been  naturaUy  ex- 
pected to  ari§c.  Forgetful  of  all  these  circumstances,  he  has  seemed  to  insinu- 
;ate,  that  if ^ou  were  to  dismiss  his  Boyal  Highness  the  Duke  ofYorkfroni 
his  ofticial  situation,  it  might  be  held  up,  in  terrorem,  that  there  was  no  other 
individual  tit  to  succeed  him.  Now,  Sir,  I  grant  ^hat  the  present  Commander 
in  Chief  may  be  a  person  possessed  of  merit;  but  is  it  from  thence  to  be  in- 
ferred, that,  should  he  commit  crimes,  they  are  to  be  entirely  overlooked  ?  If 
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iuch  an  argument  is  to  be  supported  by  tht:  decision  of  the  House,  my  observa- 
tion is,  tliat,  cateris  paribus^  it  is  an  objection  to  our  having,  upon  any  occasion, 
or  under  any  circumstances,  a  Royal  Duke  at  the  head  of  our  army.  If  these 
charges  come  to  be  verified,  they  display  those  immoralities  and  crimes,  which 
hare,  in  former  instances,  brought  nations  to  ruin.  They  are  such  as  under 
\vj)ich  we  have  seen  governments  sink,  and  under'  which  the  people  have 
grievously  sufifercd,  1  ask  that  right  hon.  gentleman  and  his  colleagues,  if 
supposing  any  other  individual  but  a  Royal  Duke  had  done  all  this,  would  he 
hav«  been  allowed  to  continue  Commander  in  Cliief  at  this  moment  ?  —  (Htar  ! 
Hear!  Hear!)  Estimating  the  various  qualifications  of  His  Royal  Highness 
the  present  Duke  of  York  as  I  do,  1  think  that,  be  the  dedsir)n  what  it  may, 
lie  is  not  one  that  ought  to  be  placed  in  such  a  responsible  situation.  I  can 
assure  the  light  hon.  gentleman  and  the  House,  that  I  am  not  one  of  those 
to  whom  he  can  allude  as  wishing  to  catch  at  any  thing  that  may  tend  to  cri- 
minate His  Royal  Highness.  An  hon.  gentleman  (alluding  fo  Mr.  Burton), 
said  last  night,  that  he  had  c(rtne  down,  not  with  any  partiality  towards  the 
Duke,  but  rather  with  a  partiality  to  the  accuser,  although  he  had  stated  senti- 
ments of  exculpation  as  to  the  accused  ;  and,  he  added,  that  this  had  pro- 
ceeded from  his  having  listened  a  little  too  much  to  the  libellers  against  that 
Illustrious  Personage.  But,  Sir,  I  for  my  part  can  state,  that  I  came  to  thisques- 
tion  rather  with  a  degreeof  partiality  towards  the  Duke,  while,  at  the  same  time, 
Ientertainetl|the  utmost  impartiality  for  thesentimei;]ts  of  my  hon.  friend.  The 
right  hon.  gentleman. has  stated,  that  be  believes  my  hon.  friend,  the  mover  of 
this  Address,  has  not  produced  it  of  himself,  but  that  there  have  been  cooler 
heads  at  work.  If  by  this  he  meant  no  more  than  what  the  word  cooler  im- 
plies, I  think  he  may  at  least  admit,  that  great  merit  attaches  to  my  hon, 
friend,  for  having  coolly  submitted  it  to  cool  heads  ;  but  if  he  meant  by  these 
expressions  to  say,  that  he  has  lent  himself  to  designing  men,  I  may  venture 
to  say  that  the  imputation  is  absolutely  false.  I  intend  to  vote  for  the  address 
of  my  hon.  friend,  but  I  would  not  wish  to  do  so,  if  I  imagined  the  mover  of 
it  was  capable  of  lending  himself  to  designing  persons,  to  obtain  advice  and 
counsel  in  such  an  important  question.  If,  therefore,  the  expression  was 
meant  in  its  proper  and  just  acceptation,  it  ought  to  be  taken  as  a  compliment ; 
but  if  ironically,  it  cannot  be  taken  otherwise  than  as  meaning  the  very  re- 
verse, and  implying  an  unjust  and  unmerited  insinuation.  If  it  were  intended 
thereby  to  shew  how  far  there  has  been  a  conspiracy  or  conspirators,  I  beg 
leave,  upon  that  point,  to  make  a  few  observations,  in  order  that  my  friend,  as 
veil  as  myself,  may  stand  upon  proper  grounds,  and  that  others  may  not  think, 
with  that  right  hon.  gentleman,  there  are  motives  of  that  infamous  sort  that 
ought  not  to  attach  to  any  member  of  Parliament.  Soon  after  the  charges  ^ 
were  brought  forward,  it  was  stated  that  my  hon.  friend  had  some  secret  and 
hidden  advisers,  and  I  thought  that  the  time  chosen  for  that  allegation  was 
the  moment  least  of  all  others  adapted  for  any  one  iiaving  any  connection 
with  him  to  disclaim  him.  It  was  at  a  moment  when  it  was  thought  that  one 
of  the  charges  iiad  failed,  and  that,  therefore,  the  whole  of  the  others  would 
turn  out  to  be  nothing.  Jt  was  then  hinted,  that  there  might  be  people  in  the 
l^ack  ground  who  did  not  wish  to  come  forward,  and  it  was  then  I  should  have 
J^iost  wished  to  ha«e  stated  my  sentiments.  But,  Sir,  the  truth  of  the  matter 
is,  that  \  had  no  share  whatever,  in  advising  these  measures.  At  that  time 
ihere  was  only  one  conversation  had  taken  place  between  my  hdft.  friend  and 
me  during  the  space  of  twenty  long  years,  since  I  first  knew  him,  and  only 
one  letter  passed  between  us  upon  this  business.  The  conversation  too,  was 
merely  accidental,  in  the  street.  He  told  me  what  charges  he  had  to  bring 
forward  against  His  Royal  Highness  the  Duke  of  York  and  what  was  the  sort 
of  evidence  he  had  ^o  substantiate  Ihem.  I  believe  1  said  I  thought  it  incre- 
dible 
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iible  that  the  Duke  of  York  could  have  so  conducted  himself;  and  I  told  him, 
too,  of  all  the  heart-burnings  that  would  arise  in  such  an  instance  of  accu3*i- 
tion,  in  case  of  failure.  He  wa^  firm  and  determined,  and  I  finding  him  so, 
added,  that  I  should  b^  in  n,y  place  in  the  House,  and  I  should  vote  for  a 
Committee  of  Inquiry,  as  I  could  not  think  there  would  be  any  one  that 
would  oppose  it.  Whether  or  not  I  have  pursued  this  conduct  publicly,  the 
House  may  have  seen  by  my  diligent  attendance  here  to  do  my  duty  and  per- 
form my  promise.  I  have  promised  nothing  more  to  the  hon.  mover  of  this 
question,  than  what  [should  have  done  toany  other  member  of  Parliament;  and  f 
;neant  nothing  more  than  that  he  should  have  fair  play  in  the  House.  Ry  this 
I  mean  to  make  no  imputation  upon  any  of  the  hon.  gentlemen  on  the  oppo- 
site side;  for  I  trust,  that  whatever  may  be  their  conduct  upon  thisoccasion,  they 
are  conscientiousl}  endeavouring  to  do  justice  to  the  accused  and  to  the 
country,  and  that  we  on  this  side  will  do  the  same. 

As  to  the  address.  Sir,  which  my  hon.  friend  (Colonel  Wardle)  has  moved, 
•  I  entirely  agree  with  it ;  for  I  think  it  is  couched  in  the  most  respectful  and 
most  delicate  terms  that  could  be  used  in  any  instance  to  a  father,  when  sta- 
ting a  complaint  relative  to  his  son.     If  it  had  been  otherwise  worded,  then 
it  might  have  been  objected,  that  it  had  not  been  done  in  more  mild  and  tem- 
perate language.     Til  go  farther  and  say,  that  after  hearing  the  evidence  that 
has  been  adduced,  my  opinion  does  not  differ  in  any  degree  from  that  of  the 
hon.  mover  ;  and  that,  as  a  member  of  Parliament,  I  must  confess  it  is  impos- 
sible the  Duke  of  York  could  have  been  ignorant  of  these  transactions.     Whe- 
ther tiie  Duke  be  guihy  or  innocent,  the  House  of  Commons  must  discharge 
its  duty  by  expressing  its  sentiments  at  the  foot  of  the  throne.     The  right  hon. 
gentleman  has  reminded  us,  that  perhaps  through  the  course  of  nature,  this 
very  Duke  of  York  may  probably  ascend  that  very  throne  occupied  by  his 
Eoyal  Father;  but  let  me  ask  him,  what  is  the  way  by  which  that  throne  is 
to  be  purely  filled,  and  the  people  purely  governed?     We  do  not  know  but 
that  his  Royal  Highness  the  Duke  of  York  may,  like  other  great  men  of  whom 
history  informs  us,   be  raised  and  educated   by  misfortunes   to  be  lit  for  go- 
vernment.    1  do  think  that  corruption  is  proved,  and  that  improper  influence 
has  been  practised  to  a  very  great  extent;  and  if  such  be  even  the  suspicion 
of  any  one,  is  not  this  the  most  proper  and  effectual  means  to  take  the  sense 
of  the  House  as  to  his  guilt  or  innocence  upon  the  proof  adduced  ?     I  beg  to 
recal  to  the  recollection  of  the  House  the  singular  situation  in  which  we  now 
stand.     We  have  been  examining  witnesses  at  the  bar  for  nearly  three  weeks, 
and  I  dare  say,  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  and  those  near  him,  who 
have  practised  in  the  Courts  of  Justice,  must  allow  that  all  the  facts,  as  laid 
by  these  witnesses,  would   be  received  upon   a  trial  for  murder,  otherwise  a 
murderer  might  escape.    If  then  it  be  such  evidence  as  would  be  sufficient  in 
a  trial  for  life  and  death,  I  may  remind  them  that  even  upon  the  present  oc- 
casion, when  sitting  in  judgment  upon  the  Duke  of  York,  we  are  also  upon 
the  trial  of  the  life  or  the  death  of  the  country.     But,  Sir,  the  right  hon. 
gentleman  opposite  has  made  an  appeal  to  ^ny  hon.  friend  as  to  the  degree  of 
credit  that  ought  to  be  given  to  Mrs.  Sinclair  Sutherland,  while  he  (Mr.  War- 
die)  was  disposed   to  believe  the  evidence  of  Mrs.  Clarke.     If  these  corrupt 
practices  are  to  be  made  out,   where,  in  God's  nawe,  are  you  to  seek  for.  evi- 
dence?    Is  it  from  Colonel  Gordon,  or  those  %vho  ar-e   around  the  Duke  of 
York?     No — you  must  quit  the  office,  you  must  quit  the  house  of  the  Duke 
of  York,  the  Commander  in  Chief,  and  you  must  search  for  other  places  and 
other  abodes,  in  order  to  find  out  corruption.     Hie  right   hon.  gentleman 
says,  if  you  attend  to  Mrs,  Clarice,  you  cannot  blame  him  for  attending  to  tha 
evidenee  of  Mrs.  Sutherland ;  for,  if  you  disbelieve  the  one,  you  must  also 
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disbelieve  the  other. — Bot|i  the  learned  gentlemen  wiio  have  spoken  on   (he 
other  side  of  the  House,  have  had  a  very  great  task  in  endeavouring  to  dis- 
credit all  of  the  witnesses,  one  aftt^r  the  other,  and  afterwards  all  In  a  lump. 
They  seemed  to   ascertain  the  disqualifications  of  the  witnesses   by  classes, 
and  infer  that  Mrs\  Clarke  is' not  to  be  believed  on  account  of  her  situation  in 
life.     Do  these  learned  gtintlemen  in  Courts  of  Law,  adopt  the  plan  of  dis- 
qualifying women  by  classes?     If  they  disqualify  the  women  in  the  present 
instance^  what  shall  we  do  with    the   captains  and   with  the   generals?     Has 
not  Captain   Sandon  been   comn^itted    to   Newgate,    and    has  not    General. 
ClaN'ering  so  grossly  prevaricated,  ti.at  it  is  in  agitalion  to  commit  him  also? 
Can  they  disqualify    Mrs.  Clarke,  because   she   lived  in  open  adultery  with 
this  per?on  or  that  person?     ft  is  utterly  impossible.     Vve  ail  kno\N^,  that  sit- 
ting as  jurymen  upon  this  eyidence,  we  could  not  look  upon   women  in   such 
situations  as  totally  destitute   of  virtue,   merely  because  they  have  forfeited 
their  good  fame  and  reputation  in  one  particular  instance.  "  In  a  Court  of  Jus- 
tice any  of  them  might  convict  a  man  of  perjury.     In    The  Spectator    I  re- 
jnember  there  is  a  (|uesiion  proposed  to  this  effect -^«^  if  the  women  were  to 
be  turned  into  jurymen,  what  would  they  think  of  the  men  ?'  We  know  that  wit- 
nes9e*perft'ctiy  ofthis  description,  are  often  produced  upon  trials  affecting  men*s 
lives,  and  that  men  iiave  even  suffered  death  upon  their  testimony.    AVe  know 
that,  in  a  recent  instance,  a  person    of  a  similar  description   has  given  evi- 
dence in  the  case  of  a  will,  wei-e   considerable  property   was  at  stake ;  and 
upon  that  ^idence,  which  was  perfectly  unimpeached,  the  ultimate  decision 
of  the  question  proceeded.     The  right  hon.  gentleman,  and  the  hon.  gentle- 
man  wiio  preceded    him  on  the   same  side,  have  stated,  that  this  woman 
was  actuated  by  revenge  in  this  case,  on  account  of  her  being   discarded 
by  the  Duke  of  York.     This  I  do    hot  deny  ;  for  I   must  say,  tliat  the  way- 
the  Duke  of  York  conducted  himself  towards  that  person,   was   by  no  means 
creditable, to  him.      Mrs.  Clarke   has  said,  that   what  Mr   Adam  stated  was 
perfectly  true.     And  has  there  been  any  efilectual  attempt  to  shew  that  what 
she  said  was  in  any  respect  incorrect  ?    When  she  made  the  claim  for  her  an- 
nuity, it  was  not   listened   to  ;  and  she  then  had  recourse  to  the  only  resource 
left  her — that  of  threatening  to  make  an  exposure,  which  at   the  same  time 
she  stated  would  be  as  unpleasant  to   herself  as  to  the  Duke.— Under  such  cir- 
cumstances, if  the  Royal  Duke  had  paid  that  sum  of  m.oney  she  wanted,  it 
would  have  been  no  imputation  upon  his  conduct.     She  was  actually  forced 
into  conversations,  which  got  into    print,   and   by  that   means  the  matter  be- 
came public,  and  the  exposure  took  place,  without  any  apparent  anxiety  on 
her  part  to  put  her  threat  into  execution.     Had  she  been  very  revengeful,  she 
would    not   have  been  so  careless  about  her  letters,  some  of  which  were  de- 
stroyed by  herself,  and  some  by  others,  at  the  time  she  lived  at  Hampstead. 
When  she  appeared  at  the  bar,  she  no  doubt  displayed  a  considerable  deal  of 
effrontery  and  impudence,  yet  this  could  not  be  thought  very  extraordinary, 
when  she  knew  she  had  to  undergo  the  strict  cross-examination  of  the  Attor- 
ney^General   and  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  with  their   corps  de  re- 
serve behmd  them.     Endeavours  were  made  to  mislead  her  ;  but  I  think  the 
right  hon.  gentlemen   who  defend  the  Duke  so  strenuously,  have  misled   the 
House  much  more  than  they  did  her,  by  misrepresentations  of  her  evidence. 
Oa  her  cross-examination  came  out  the  name  of  General  Clavering,  and   the 
next  day  that  of  Dr.  O'Meara.— Up  comes  General  Clavering  to  contradict 
her  testimony,  after  having  voluntarily  offered  himself,  bv  letter,  to  the  At- 
torney-General.    One  would  have  thought,  that  a  General  Officer,  coming  to 
4iie  bar  of  the  House,  for  the  purpose  of  impeaching  a  witness,  should  have 
come  forvvard  with  dean  hands ;  but  although  an  excellent  officer,  he  cer- 
*  tainly 
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Vainly   shewecl   liiinself  ncJ  judge   of  what  was  proof,  and  what  was  not,  as 
he  referred  us  hack  to  the  evidence  before  adduced,  in  order  to   support   his 
own  statement.      He  stated,  that  he  had  never  had  any   communications  nor 
conversations  with   Mrs.  Clarke  upon  the  subject  of  promotions.     You  go  on 
with  the  examination,  and  shortly    afterwards   letters  were  prodiiced,  which 
■would  not  have  appeared,  had  not  General  Clavering  been   put  to  the  bar; 
and  in  these  letters  there  is  General  Clavering,  who  came  to  prove  this  wo- 
man a  liar,  recorded  in  characters  as  black  as  Erebus.     It  was  thought  imi>o3- 
sible  that  Doctor  O'Meara  would   bring  the  Protestant  Clergy  of  Ireland  into 
such  disrepute  asliad  been  represented;  but  every  doubt  was  cleared  up,  by  tiie 
production  of  a  letter  signed  by  the  Archbishop  of  Tuam.     In  respect  to  the 
witness  Nicholls,  I  must.  Sir,  observe,  that  a  great  degree  of  dexterity  was 
necessary  to  attend   his  examination.     But  on  all  occasions  I  would  preferna- 
ture  to  dexterity  :  one  ounce  of  nature,  in  my  opinion,  is  always  worth  five 
hundred  pounds  of  dexterity,      Mr.  Nicholls  says,  when  she  lived  at  Hamp- 
stead,  she  called  herself  a  widow.  But  if  we  revert  to  our  youthful  days,  when 
most  of  us  are  the  victims  of  frailty,  I  may  venture  to  say,  many  of  us  have 
called  persons  our  wives  for  the  purpose  of  accomplishing  certain  of  our  pur- 
poses.—  (^A  laugh/)  —  But  in  all  which  has  been  repeated  respecting  Mr.  and 
Mrs.  Dowlcr,  about  whom  much  has  been  said,  still  one  instance  cannot  be  ad- 
duced, where  we  find  that  Mr.Dowler  was  sued  for  the  debtof  this  supposed  wife. 
On  this  occasion  I  am  induced  to  declare,  that  if  it  were  a  case  of  life  and  death, 
I  would  not  believe  that  this  statement  could  discredit  her  testimony".     I  can- 
not help  also  noticing  how  Mr.  Few,  the  auctioneer,  had    been   brought  for- 
'  ward  to  strengthen  this  attack  upon  the  veracity  of  Mrs.  Clarke.     He   telig 
\ou  he  saw  a  cocked  hat  on  the  sofa,  and  the  maid  told  him  her  mistress  was 
a  gay  young  widow.     But  really,  Sir,  if  this  testimony,   with  Few  the  auc- 
tieneer  supporting  it,  were  adduced  to  invalidate  the  credit  of  Mrs.  Clarke's 
evidence,  so  help  me  God,  I  would  not  believe  it.    Again,  if  we  refer  to  what 
passed  respecting  tlie  Court  Martial,  where  it  was  endeavoured  to  prove  Mrs. 
Clarke  represented  herself  a  widow  at  that  particular  period  ;  yet,  how  is  the 
fact .?     It  is  very  certain  Mrs.  Clarke  was  named  a  widow  upon  the  minutes  of 
the  proceedings  before  the  Court,  but  it  does  not  appear  she  ever  did  on  that 
occasion  say  she  was  a  widow.     Thehon.  gentleman  informs  us,  he  could  call 
our  attention  to  twenty  other  cases  ;  but  as  he  has  thought  proper  to  omit  men- 
tioning their  names,  it  cannot  be  expected  I  should  apply  myself  to  their  in* 
vestigatlon.     Certainly,  not  any  person  absent  from  this  House,  either  during 
the  whole  or  part  of  the  incfuiry,  and  who  may  have  taken   his  account  from 
publications,  can   be  presumed   to  be  so  intimately  acquahited  with  the  true 
evidence,  as  those  who  have  been  constantly  present  ;  nor  will  it  be  possible, 
during  the  discussion,  to  impress  them  with  an  equal  degree  of  accuracy.  For, 
Sir,    I  think  there  is  a  great  deal  in  the  manner  in   which  witnesses   deliver 
their  testimony  ;  a  greirt  deal  in   their  demeanor  at  the  time;  and  upon   that 
woman  being  examined  over  and  over  again,  no  unfavourable  opinion  could 
attach  to  her  veracity.     The  hon.  gentleman  opposite  seemed  to  consider  this 
repeated  examination  as  a  compliment  to  the  witness.     The  right  hon.  gentle- 
man further  proceeds,  in  a  strain  of  triumph,  and  acquaints  you,  Mrs.  Clarke 
is  contradicted  by  a  most  respectable  witness,  Mr.  R.  Knight  ;  and   he  tells 
you,  when  produced  at  the  bar,  that  she  told  him  she  would  expose  the  Duke 
of  York  in  the  same  manner  she  is  doing  now.     How  does  this  contradict  her 
testimony  ?     Why  she  is  again  called  to  the  bar,  and   she  said  what  she  had 
ejcpressed  before,' '  I  told  Mr.  Knight  I  woul'd  publish  the  letters  of  the  Duke 
of  York.*     There  is  not  the  smallest  contradiction  between  the  evidence  of  the. 
one  and  the  other;   and  if  we  examine  the  evidence  of  Doctor  Thynne,  it 
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t!oes  not  contradict  Herat  all.  Greater  stress  than  necessary  has  been  laid  Qti 
Mrs.  Clarke's  saying  to  Knight,  the  transaction  ouglit  to  be  kept  secret  from 
the  Duke's  ears  ;  but  my  opinion  leads  me  to  think  of  it  as  a  very  indifferent 
part  of  the  testimony  now  before  us.  Was  it  likely  Mr.  Knight  would  go  to 
the  Duke  and  say,  '  I  thank  you  for  the  favour  you  have  conferred  upon  me — 
and  I  have,  according  to  my  promise,  raade  a  present  of  200/.  to  Mrs.  Clarke  ?'' 
There  was  no  danger  to  be  apprehended  by  heron  that  account ;  she  was  only 
afraid  the  tale  might  aceid-entally  be  told  to  a  friend,  and  thus  communicated, 
till,  at  last,  through  the  medium  of  third  persons,  it  should  reach  the  ears  of 
the  Commander  in  Chief,  who,  of  course,  would  be  much  displeased  to  havd" 
these  reports  circulated  in  the  world.  Neither  do  I  think  it  extraordinary, 
she  should,  in  the  first  instance,  have  dented  having  gone  to  Tieid's  Hotel,  as 
the  wife  of  Dowler ;  but  the  right  hon.  gentleman  says,  it  was  there  she 
hatched,  in  her  midnight  hour,  her  malevolent  designs  aii,ainst  the  Duke.  I 
come  now  to  another  part  of  the  case,  and  shall  proceed  to  offer  a  few  obser- 
vations on  the  conduct  of  his  Royal  Highness;  and  in  doing  so,  1  wish  to 
guard  myself  from  misrepresentation.  The  speech  of  the  right  hon.  gentle- 
man has  been  sufficient  to  shake  the  mind  of  most  men,  who  had  previously 
formed  a  different  opinion  upon  this  subject,  and  in  some  measure  had  t'lat 
effect  upon  myself,  until  1  was  Induced  to  examine  the  foundation  upon  which 
I  had  placed  a  different  construction. — With  respect  to  the  Royal  Duke,  we 
know  well  the  nature  of  the  human  mind,  that  if  we  once  give  way  to  the  bent 
of  inclination,  and  have  got  to  a  certain  extent,  we  do  not  know  how  far  we 

'^hall  be  carried  by  such  a  disposition  ;  most  probably  giving  vvay  to  his  indis- 
cretion towards  this  woman,  and  at  length  making  her  the  confident  of  his 
private  hours,  those  trusts  were  reposed  in  her  which  were  wholly  derogatory 
to  his  character  and  situation. 

As  to  Colonel  Gordon,  he  certainly  was  not  the  private  bosom  friend  ; 
but  the  private  secretary  of  his  Royal  Highness,  an  officer  confided  in  with 
judgment,  and  who  executed  his  office  with  fidelity.  Mr.  Greenwood 
might  amuse  himself  in  looking  at  Mrs.  Clarke,  and  Colonel  Gordon  might 
be  employed  in  his  official  duties  ;  but  it  was  not  to  such  men  that  trans- 
actions of  this  description  were    to  be  entrusted.     Becatise  great  vigilance 

•  may  be  found  in  the  regular  discharge  of  every  public  military  office,  will 
of  itself  produce  no  argument  against  the  existence  of  these  abuses.  It  is 
also  said  by  the  right  hon.  gentleman,  is  it  not  extraordinary  where  so  many 
appointments  must  necessarily  take  place,  so  few  instances  of  abuse  should 
be  brought  forward  by  my  hon.  friend  ?  But  he  ought  to  bear  in  mind 
this  is  a  peculiar  case,  and  it  might  be  very  difficult  to  come  at  all  the 
evidence,  for  the  personage  against  whom  these  charges  were  brought  was 
the  son  of  the  King.— The  hon.  gentleman  also  has  said,  is  it  possible  the 
Duke  of  York  could  have  so  committed  himself.  And  so  say  I  ;  is  it  pos- 
sible the  Duke  of  York  could  have  thus  committed  himself  ?  It  has  been 
asked,  if  any  man  would  attribute  a  base  motive  to  the  Commander  in 
Chief  respecting  the  2,500/.  that  he  could  have  entertained  any  wish  to 
deprive  any  person  of  their  right  ?  No  ;  I  would  be  the  last  man  to  fix 
such  a  foul  stain  upon  his  character  ;  but  I  do  believe,  from  certain 
reasons  which  generally  prevail  in  such  casesr  of  corruption,  that  this 
sum,  as  the  wages  of  iniquity,  was  not  paid.  The  account  of  the  ex- 
penses in  Gloucester-place,  stated  by  others,  comes  to  the  same  sum' 
within  500/.  of  her  own  account.  A  story  is  told  us,  how  difficult  it  is  to 
teach  young  Princes  the  use  of  money  ;  but  the  Duke  of  York,  at  the 
head  of  the  army,  ought  to  have  known  the  use  of  money;  and  when  he 
frequented  Gloucester-place,  saw  the  servants,  the  furniture,  the  dinners,  the 
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carriages,  tlie  company,  so  great  a  shew,  he  could  not  but  know  great  ex- 
pences  niubt  be  incurred,  and  great  extravagance  used:  and  ibis  suspicion 
could  not  possibly  have  CLCisped  him,  \v!ien  ho  must  have  known,  and  did 
kno\\%  for  he  was  privy'  to  Mrs.  Clarke's  distress,  who  was  driven  to  pawn 
•the  diamonds  and  trinkets  which  ornamenled  her  person.  There  is  ano- 
ther thing,  to  my  mind  very  extraordinary,  that  the  persons  promoted  by 
Mrs,  Clarke's  influence  do  not  appear  to  have  been  known  by  her.  Had 
she  merely  recomujended  her  friends,  there"  would  have  been  nothing  so 
very  extraordinary  in  the  occurrence.  But,  Sir,  it  does  aslonish  me  to 
-consider  she  was  applied  to  by,  and  recommended,  Dr.  O'lMeara,  an  Iiish 
clergyman,  the  whole  sanctioned  by  a  letter  from  an  Archbishop.  He 
inubt  have  been  unknown  to  her,  as  likewise  French  and  Sandon,  at  the 
lime  of  their  application.  Gen.  Clavering  also,  that  family  wan,  could  he 
haveknown^ber  ?  As  to  S.  Carter,  I  wish  the  subject  had  not  been  men- 
tioned ;  but  with  my  hon.  friend  I  rejoice  he  has  turned  out  a  meritorious 
officer;  if  he  has  merit,  he  ought  to  be  rewarded  from  whence  e\er  he 
sprang.  Has  not  Buonaparte  shewn  the  world  he  could  make  Generals 
out  of  any  materials,  if  there  was  but  a  latent  spark  of  merit  ?  The  con- 
duct of  his  Royal  Highness  proceeded  to  an  extreme,  from  being  under 
the  d(nninion  of  a  lover,  he  laid  his  iiead  in  the  lap  of  Daliiah,  and 
was  robbed  of  his  strength.  I  do  not  entertain  any  surprise  that  Knight 
and  Brook  should  act  m  the  manner  represented,  and  that  '200/.  should  be 
given  Mrs.  Clarke,  when  it  was  reported  all  over  the  town  she  had  so 
much  influence,  and  Knight  clapped  his  hands  after  he  heard  the  intelli- 
gence that  his  application  had  succeeded.  The  right  hon.  gentleman  spoke 
a  great  deal  about  another  witness  called  Peirson,  but  now  he  has  knocked 
him  on  the  head  ;  brains  he  certainly  had  none.  I'his  witness,  when  he 
appeared  at  the  bar,  made  a  poor  figure,  and,  after  all,  the  examination 
into  the  200/.  and  the  change  sent  for  on  that  occasion,  were  not,  could 
not  be  a  conspiracy  against  the  Duke  of  York.  Without  dwelling  more 
upon  this,' I  have  only  to  advert  to  iMajor  Tonyn's  case,  and  I  know  from 
good  authority  500/.  were  deposited  in  the  hands  of  a  person  of  the  name 
of  Gilpin,  a  respectable  man.  Mr.  Huxley  Sandon,  who  is  now  in  New-  - 
gate  for  his  improper  behaviour  in  this  House,  fails,  in  respect  to  this  affair, 
of  attacking  the  .credit  of  Mrs.  Clarke.  That  note  which  was  afterwards 
attempted  to  be  proved  a  forgery,  was  at  first  thought  by  the  hon.  gentle- 
man to  be  as  dead  as  Homer.  1  was  once  doubtful,  but  I  was  soon  con- 
vinced it  was  not  a  forgery.  To  effect  proof  against  Mrs.  Clarke,  they, 
x:alled  a  mean  witness,  of  the  name  of  Town,  who  merely  told. you 
a  cock  and  a  bull  story.  I  am  really  astonished  at  the  hon.  and 
learned  gentleman  (i\H.^Burton)  that  he  should  express  any  doubt  on 
ibis  occasion;  an  old  and  grave  judge,  used  to  address  tribunals  of  jus- 
tice, that  he  should  say  before  this  tribunal  of  the  public,  before  heaven 
itself,  he  entertained  a  doubt  ;  why,  if  you  doubt  this  testimony,  nehher 
would  you  believe  though  one  rose  from  thfe  dead.  Even  in  regular 'pro- 
motions you  have  a  damnable  proof  against  the  Duke  of  York,  of  Mrs. 
Clarke's  influence.  But,  as  I  said  before,  when  once  a  man  gets  tram- 
melled in  this  manner,  there  is  no  calculating  upon  the  extent  of  her  in- 
fluence. In  regard  to  Colonel  French,  when  we  entered  upon  this  sub- 
ject, the  right  kon.  gentleman  began  by  disproving  Miss  Taylor — Indeed, 
■when  I  considered  the  conduct  of  hon.  gentlemen  on  the  other  side,  U  was 
jiot  correct  even  towards  my  hon.  friend,  against  whom  certain  insinua- 
tions were  thrown  out,  and  very  improper  questions  were  p>roposed  to  him 
jn  that  stage  of  the  proceeding.-— 1  do-  think  that  the  testimony  of  Miss 
¥0.24,  4r(J  Taylor 
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Taylor  is  to  be  credited ;  the  right  boii.  gentleman  appears  to  wish  to  in- 
duce tlie  House  to  imbibe  the  opinion  that  Miss  Taylor  was  not  to  be  cre- 
dited because  she  kept  company  with  Mrs.Chirke,  (Hear  !  hear  \  from  the 
Miimierial  side.)     I  heard  her   testnnonv,   J  had   an  opportunity  of  ob- 
serving those  circumstances  from  which  tlie  c-edibihty  of  a  witness  is  easily 
ascertained,  and   I  can  pronounce,  that  to  my  judgment  and  lo  my  convic- 
tion, the\  were  of  such  a  character  as  to  prove  h^r  worthy  of  the  utmost  re- 
liance.    With   respect  to   Mrs.  Clarke  herself,  I  beg  that  the  House  will 
not  be  too  hastv  m  deciding  upon  her  testimony,  or  too  prompt  in  attaching 
that  imputation,  which,  Uj)on  the  first  view  of  the  circumstances,  and  with- 
out mature  deliberation,  it  may  be  inclined   to   attach.     I   can   quote   the 
case  of  Samuel  Carter,  who  was   relieved    and  protected  by  Mrs.  Clarke  ; 
lean  appeal  to  Captam  Sutton  ;  I  can  appeal  to  a  Rev.  Doctor  of  Divinity, 
who  has  had  her  patronage  ;  and  then  I    will    ask   whether  he  who  talks  of 
calumny    upon    one  side    should   not   look  to  the  possibility  of  it  upon  the 
other  ?---( /-/far  !   Hear  !)---But  allowing  the  abandonment  of  Mrs.  Clarke, 
admitting  that  she  was  a  woman  of  those  vices  which  the  right  hon,  gentle- 
man and  hij»  c(;lleagues  were  willing  to  represent,  I   will  ask   whether,  when 
she  is  emerging  f.  om  vice,  the  door  is  to  be  shut  against  her  return,  and  the 
hope  of  reform  and  amendment  excluded  by  our  fastidiousness  ?     Chastity 
I  will  allow  is  a  great  virtue,   it  is   an    ornament  to  the   sex,    but  then  it  is 
not  their  only  virtue  or   their  only    ornament,    there  is  a  great  command- 
ment, which  says— '  Thou  shalt  not   bear  false   witness  against  thy   neigh- 
bour ;'   and  perhaps    many    who   may    not    have  observed   the  dictates  of 
chastity   in   their    purity,    may  yet   have   bowed  down  to   the  great  dic- 
tates of  truth  and  justice.     The   right  hon.   gentleujan  said,    that  it  was 
impossible    Miss   Taylor   could    forget    what  had    happened    four  weeks 
ago  :  but  another  forgot  it  also.     I  can  easily  think    it  possible  that  both 
had  been  deficient  in  recollection;    Mrs.    Clarke   appealed    to  the  crown 
lawyers   in  the  course  of  this  inquiry  ;   tjut  if  she  heard  the  opinion  of  the 
right  hon.  gentleman  she   would    have  selec^^ed  her  counsel  from  another 
quarter;  the    testimony   of  Miss    Taylor  establishes    this    important   fact, 
that  the    Duke   of  York    was    conscious  of  the  transactions  between  Mrs. 
Clarke  and  Col  French.     The  right  hon.  gentleman  has  talked  a  deal  about 
Colonel  French  and  his  levy  ;   but,  after  all,   iiis  levy  was  highly  objection- 
able to  the    generals   of  the    army.     Mrs.  Clarke  received   five   hundred 
guineas  upon  this  business.— But  maik  the  proceedings  in  Ireland.— -After 
the  letter  of  service  was  granted,  Colonel  French  went  to  Ireland  ;   a  beat- 
ing order  is  given  to  a  man  of  the  name  of  O'llei^iy,   and  Colonel  Fawcett 
complains  iha;.  Colonel  Tavlor  calls  him  a  crimp.     But  if  ever  I  was  asto- 
nished, It  wa^  at  what  the  right  hon.  gentleman  said  aboui  economy,  a  subject 
so  diblmct  from  the  present  consideiatioii,  that  it  ought  not  in  prudence    to 
have   been  mentioned.     The  letters  produced  to    Mrs. Clarke,  were  not 
prt,d need  under   circumstances  that  should    induce    us  to  believe  that  she 
was  acquainted  with   them.      When  they  were  shewn  to  her,  she    was  de- 
sired not  to  read  them  ;  she   was  desired  merely  to  speak  to   the   hand- 
writing,   and    pronounce   whether  it  was   her    own;    and   she   did  speak 
to   it,    she  did   acknowledge    it  to  be   her  own,    under   this   prohibition, 
imder   tlris    ignorance    of    their    contents,    which    innocence     and    only 
innocence    could  induce   her  to  trust    fo.       Again,     when    Mrs.    Clarl?e 
wasvsked  whether  she  had    given  any  letters   of  the  Duke  out  of  her  pos- 
5essi();i  ?  she    denied  it;  but  on   being  presented   with  one  which  was  his 
hanu-writiug,  she    recognised  it,  and  said   that  it  was   his,  and  must  have 
come  from  her.— Let  those  who  are  capable  of  distmiiuishing  between 
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truth  and  falsehood  ;  let  those  ^vho  are  capable  of  discriminating  betweea 
those  shades  of  evidence,  winch  attach  to,  or   detract  from,    the  character 
of  truth;  let  those   pronounce    whether  this  woman   has  not  evinced  her 
veracity  in  the  nianifest  candour  ot   acknowledgment,  in  the    fearless   as- 
severation, which,  in  this  instance,    she  makes,  after  oftermg   her    opinion 
that    she  gave  none   of  the  Duke's  letters  out  of  her  possession  ?     \Vhen 
letters-are  produced  to  her  which  are  his,  she  does  not  deny  that  they  are, 
she  confesses  that  she  must  have  been  mistaken  ;  and,  b)'  a  generous  ad- 
mission of  her  error,  she   proves  the  extent    to   which  shr  is  to  be  credited 
in  her  evidence  on    this   important  case.     Mrs.  Chirke  writes    to  Captain 
Sandon;  she  tells  him  that  the    Duke  is  in   a   passion   about   the  slowness 
with  which  his  levy  j)ioceeds.     This  is  all  the  leproach    for  his  deficiency  ; 
it  is  the  only  step  that  is  taken  to   discountenance  a   proceeding    injurious 
to  the  interests  of  the  army,  and   of  the  state  at'  large.     She  represents  in 
Ler  letters  to  Captain  Sandon  that  she  spoke  ot  him    to    the  Duke  ;   thai  he 
said  he  was  a  d—d  clever  fellow,    and   she  enumerates  other  circumstan- 
ces, that  evince  no  willingness  or  disposition  to  nusrepresent.     I  saj-.  Sir, 
that  a  witness  desirous  of  mistaiing  facts,    would  have  been  too  guarded  to 
deviate  into  those  circumstantial  simple  details  in  which  she  has  indulged. 
The  fact  is,  that  the  levy  of  Colonel  French    was  such  a  notorious  job,  that 
an  hon.  friend  of  nnne,  (iMr.  Elliot,)   moved    for  a   return  of  that    levy,  to 
ascert;;iin,  and  to  expose  the  circumstances  under  which  it  was  conducted; 
and  here  I  come  to  an  argument  on   whicii  much  stress  has    been  laid  ;  it 
was  said  that  the  dismissal  of  this  woman  was  a  prootof  the  innocence  of 
his  Royal  Highness;     because    if  he   were  gnilty,  it  was  supposed  that  he 
vould    not   commit    himself  to  her    revenge;  but   I  deny  it  to  be  ihe  case 
that  criminality  is  always  so  prudent.     1  can  very  well  imagine  that  anger 
may  act  without  thought,  and  indignation  display  i^tself   without  considei'a- 
tion  ;  but  in  the  detail  of  the  case,  see  what  is    brought  before   us.     It  is 
proved  that  she  was   indebted  to  the  agents  3000/.  it  is  also  proved  ihatsiie 
paid  500/.  for  plate  ;  a  sum  wh^di,   in  the  genial    month    of  May,    must 
soon  have  been  expended  by  that  lady.  The  witness  Dockery  knew  nothing 
about  the  matter  ;  but  that  he   was   paid    by  the    Duke   of  York  ;   he  did 
not  remember  any  conversation  that  took  place  between  hiiii  and  hi*  Royal 
Highness  upon  that    occasion  :  yet   I  must   be  allowed   to  conclude,   ihat^ 
there  is  a  strange  presumption  that  a  conversation   relative  to  the  business- 
must  have  occurred  ;  and   I  cannot  help   thinking   it   a  singular  circum- 
stance that  it  should   have    been   forgotten.     The    right    hon.  gentleman 
asked  how  this  business  comes  to  be  a  national  concern  ?  As  he  mentioned 
the  plate  of  the  Duke  de  Herri,  I  cannot    help   thinking  it  an    awful  recol- 
lection, and   one   peculiarly   applicable  to  the   present  case  ;  it  recalls  the 
circumstances  of  a  revolution  brought   about,    not  by  philosophers,   but 
by  corruptions.      (Hear  !  Hear  !)     It  should  have  appeared  in  this  light 
to  his  Royal  Highness,  he  should  have  derived  a  melancholy  but  instruc- 
tive lesson  from  the  fact  that  a  Prince  of  France  was  thus  reduced,  that  his 
plate  was  sold  at  a  pawn-broker's,  and  it  ought  to  have  taught  him  to  avoia 
those  excesses  which   might  lead  to  the  realization  of  such  a  consecjuence 
The  right   hon.  gentleman  had  attacked    the  testimony  of  Mr.  Dowler; 
he  said  that  he  had  contradicted  himself  ;  that    he   had  been   coniradicted 
by  Alderman  Combe  ;  I  deny  the  fact ;  no  such  contradiction  appears  in  the 
course  of  the  evidence  ;  it  seems  upon   that  evidence    that   Mr.  Dowler  is 
appointed  commissary,  but  how,    or    by  what  means,  or  by  whose  recom- 
mendation, after  every  search,  they  are  unable  to  make  out ;'  the  result  of 
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all  inquiry  is  n(m  est  inventus.     It  was  said  that  Mr.  Vernon  could  give 
material  evidence  upon  this  head,  but  Mr.  Vernon  was  not  produced  ;   and 
1   feel  myself  justilied    in   the  conclusion   that  v/hat    Mr.  Dowler  said  was 
true.     {Hear  ■')     I  do  believe  from  my  soul  that  Mrs.  Clarke  obtained  that 
appointn»ent  for    Mr.  Dowler  ;  it  is   said  that  he  slept  with  her   a  single 
ni^dit,   and  that  in  the  course  of  that  night  this   conspiracy,    of  which  we 
have  heard  so  nuich,    was  projected.     There  ia  another  case,  that  of  M^ 
Elderton,  in  whic^i  Mrs.  Clarke  acted  with  feeling;   but  while  the  Duke  of 
York  acted  thus,  while  he  was  promoting  those  objects  v;hich  were  grateful 
toliis  mistress,  and  which  he  did  promote  merely  with  that  view  ;  while  he 
did  thus,  he  proved  himself  unworthy  of  the  situation   which   he    held,  be- 
cause he  shewed  himself  to  be  infiuenced  by  motives  that  should  never  be 
allowed  to  operate.     I\Ir.  Greenwood  said,  that   the   Duke   of   York  never 
applied  for  a  situation  for  Klderton,  but  then   he   said  he   wished    him  ap-- 
pointed,  and  made  inquiries  respecting  a  situation,  which  produced  the  samsr 
effect.     Rut  there  is  one  thing  which  I  beg  leave  to  impress  uj)on  your  re- 
collection, as   going  in  a  great   measure   to   prove  the  veracity  of  Mrs. 
Clarke ;  she   was   remarkably  caTcless  about   those  lelters,   by  which  the 
case  is  so  materially  affected ;  she  was  not  cautious  to  preserve   them    for 
purposes  of  vengeance,  but  exhibited  a  carelessness  in  her  conduct  respect- 
'iofT  them,  which  proves  to  my  satisfaction,    that  they  were  not  intended  for 
such  purposes.     It   appeared,    also,   from   her  tesliniony,  that   Catholics 
were  rising    in  the   army.     Happy  would    I   be  to  see  them  appointed  ! 
Happy  would  I  be  to  see  them  advanced  to  that   state  of  confidence  which 
they  merit,  and  which  I  hope  they  will  at  one  time  accomplish.     I  would 
wish   to  see  them   placed  above  the  influence  of  arbitrary  opinion— for 
even  acts  of  Parliament  may   be   arbitrary;   and   there  are,  perhaps,  few 
acts  moreliable  to  the  imputation,  than  1  hose  by    which  their   exclusion  is 
enforced.     Upon  the  cases  of  Mr.  Kennett  and  Mrs.  Sinclair  Sutherland,  I 
will  not  dwell.    It  might  have  been  somewhat  plausible,  at  the  commence- 
ment, to  talk  of  conspiracy  ;  but,  in  the  pr#ent  stage,  the  cant  is  too  absurd 
to  be  admitted.  My  hon.  friend  has  brought  forward  this  business  as  he  ought. 
Infamy,  it  v/as  said, should  attach  somewhere;  buti  believe  I  may  assert  with 
confidence,  tlrat  infamy  cannot  attach  to  him;  and  Heave  it  to  themselves  to 
ascertain  the  quarter  to  which  it  is  imputable,  if  it  must  needs  light  some- 
where. Is  my  hon.  friend  engaged  in  a  Jacobin  conspiracy  ?  i\m  I  engaged  in 
,  a  Jacobin  conspiracy  ?  Because  he  has  brought  forward  a  charge,  and  1  am  de- 
termined to  support  it.  The  cry  of  Jacobinism  is  not  confined  to  the  cottage, 
it  often  dwells  in  palaces,  and  among  the  great.   My  hon.  friend  behind  Jiic, 
■^  I  take  to  be  the  t^ue  Anti-jacobin ;   for  he  endeavours  to  destroy  that  cor- 
ruption that  breeds  dissension   and  disunion.     The   charge  of  Jacobinism 
mar,  with  more  propriety,  ber  brought  against  the  Duke  of  York,   whose 
.     conduct  was  calculated  to  produce  discontent,   and  tonsequently  disunion. 
His  Royal  Highaess  should    have  considered  this  ;  but  by  an  unaccount- 
able infatuation,  he  "has  precipitated  himself  into   errors,    and  even  in  the 
very  letter  which   he  addressed   to  Parliament,    exposed   himself  to   cen- 
sure and    disapprobation  ;  he   pledges  the  honour  of  a  Prince,  but  what 
avails  that  protestation  ?     Does   not  every    one   protest  his  innocence  ? 
And  is  there  any  thing  in  the  honour  of  a  Prince  superior  to  the  honour  ol 
'the   humblest   individual  ?— The  risht  hon.  gentleman    has  talked  of  the 
virtue  of  public  men,  I  join   him  in   the  eulogium.     I  believe   that  there 
never  was  a  time  when  public  characters  were  less  impeachable,   but  ther 
i  believe  that  this  is,  in  a  greater   measure,  owing   to  the  apprehension  o 
3  .  exposure 
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exposure  ;  I  believe  that  it  isowing,  in  a  great  measure,  to  tlie  Committee 
over  which  he  once  presided,  but  from  which  he  is  now  separated.  I  hope 
that  gentlemen  will  have  a  sufficient  regard  for  the  cause  of  liberty  and 
iustice-  I  hope  thai  they  will  divest  their  minds  of  all  prejudice,  and  ae- 
cide  upon  this  important  question  with  the  temper  and  the  sentiments  that 
become  them.  If  you  decide  so,  we  may  yet  entertain  hopes  ;  but  it  you 
determine  otherwise,  with  other  views  and  other  feelings,!  must  say,  that 
the  plague  is  amongst  you,   and  that  this  country  and  constitution  will  be 

quickly  at  an  end/'  .u      •  i  *  u 

Sir  ViCARY  Gibbs  rose  and  observed,  that  when  the  right  hon.  gen- 
tleman wished  it  to  be  understood,  that  he  did  not  speak  to  influence  any 
member  m  his  vote,  he  went  hisfull  length.      He  thought  he  was  studious 
to  influence  ;  at  least  it  was  tantamount  to  try  to  prevail.     1  he  hrst  ques- 
tion for  them  to  consider  was,  whether  those  practices  were  not  carried  on 
with  the  knowledaeof  the  Commander  in  Chief?     He  wished  to  deal  w-ith 
th'^  Commander  in  Chief  as  he   would  with   the   lowest^  individual ;    but 
surely  it  could  not  be  attributed  to  the  lowest  member  ot  soeiety,  that  he 
was  more  cuilty  by  declaring  his  innocence.     Then  why  should  it  be  made 
a  crime,  that  his  Roval  Highness  had  done  so  ?     Did  his  high  situation  put 
him  to  that  height,  that  the  laws  of  his   country  should  not  give  Inm  that 
protection,  which  was,  and  he  hoped  ever  Avould  be,  the  boast  of  Engish- 
■    men  that  they   could  attain.     The   ri.^ht  hon.  gentleman  who  spoke  last, 
seemed  to  throw  a  screen  over  the  evidence  of  Mrs.  Clarke;  and  also  m- 
sinuated,  that   she   had  foiled  those  who  attempted  to  cross-examine  her. 
He  did  not  wish  to  sav  but  her  evidence,  or  at  least  a  part  of  it    was  given 
Avith  thateffronterv,  'that  not  any  thing  could  have  apologized  for,  but  the 
smirks  and  smiles  oi  the  hon.  gentleman  and  his  friend  ;  and  he  now  enjoys 
the  result  of  his  encouragement.     The  hon.  gentleman  say^,  we  attempt  to 
contradict  Mrs.  Clarke's  evidence  by  Mr.  Nicholls.     He  contended, .  it  was 
not    an  attempt;  but   it  was   actually  proved,  by   a   respectable  man,  a 
householder,  a  tradesman,  residing  iv.  Hampstead,  who  stated  at  the  bar, 
that  she  represented  herself  *ds  a  widow,  and  afterwards  that  she  bad  mar- 
ried  Mr.Dowler,  but  she  wished  it  to  be  kept -4  secret ;  for  if  the  Duke 
knew   of  it,  he  would  send    Mr.  Dowlrr  on  foreign  service.     It  h^d   been 
said  by  the  hon.  member,  that  Major  Tonyn's  case  had  been  proved   by 
Captain  Sandon,  and  he  had  asked  how  it  happened  that  the  appointment 
bad  taken  place  in  August  ?  We  have  this  explained  by  a  mostcirciimspec 
witness.  Colonel  Gordon,  who  had  stated,  that  early  in  July  the  Duke  ot 
York  had  desired  him  to  make  out  a  list,  which  he  did,  and  included  Cap- 
tain Sandon's  name,  without  any  suggestion  from  his  Royal  Ilighness;  and 
by  the  same  witness  we  were  informed,  that  on  the  9th  of  August  his  Ma- 
jesty's sanction  was  obtained.     Mrs.  Clarke  did  not  even  suggest,  that  she 
had  ever  had  any  communication  with  the  Duke  of  Yr:fk  upon  the  subject, 
but  that  she  had  only  told  him  she  was  to  receive  200/, ;  and  was  it  to  be 
supposed,  or  could  it  be  believed,  that  the  Duke  of  York  would  have  com- 
mittpd  such  an  act  ?     As  to  the  letter,  supposing  it  to  be  genuine,  though 
certainly   it  was    suspicious,  it  had  no   bearing  upon  the  question,-- He 
could  invent  500  circumstances,  and   attach  them  to   that  letter,  which 
would  make  it  appear  perfectly  innocent— but  then  it   would  oiil)   be  his 
statement;  ai^d  could  any  one  attempt  to  attach  a  crimma    interpi-etatioii 
to  it,  Mhen  Mrs.  Clarke,  so  great  an  actor  could  not  tell  how  it  applied. 
As  to  Colonel  French's  levy,  nothing  but  what  Mrs.  Clarke  said   coula 
attach  any  thing  imuroper  to  his  Royal  Highness.     The  regulations  for  this 
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levy  underwent  the  strictest  examination,  and  with  more  than  ordinary 
jealousy,  by  Colonel  Loraine.  He  could  not  agree  with  those  who  said,  a 
presumption  arose,  that  the  Duke  of  York  knew  of  this  toul  transaction  ; 
he  considered  such  presumption  as  hard,  cruel,  and  unjust.  But  it  had 
been  said  it  was  confirmed  by  the  conversation  which  had  been  heard 
bv  Miss  Taylor.  If  such  conversation  had  taken  place,  it  would  not  bear 
out  the  inference ;  without  attempting  to  invalidate  her  testimony,  it  was 
certainly  remarkable  that  she  should  recollect  this  circumstance  of  the  con- 
versation and  no  other;  particularly  as  she  had  never  heard  Colonel 
French's  name  before,  or  had  ever  mentioned  it  till  three  weeks  before  the 
present  inquiry  began.  This  reflection  led  him  to  another  ;  it  had  been 
said  by  Mrs.  Clarke  and  Mrs.  Favery,  that  Miss  Taylor  was  a  great  fa- 
vourite with  the  Duke  of  York,  and  that  she  used  to  be  admitted  to  his 
dinner  party  ;  now  this  nnght  have  been  proved,  if  true,  for  M' Do  wall  and 
Peirson,  who  had  each  waited  at  table,  and  consequently  had  more  oppor- 
tunities than  Mrs.  Favery  to  notice  such  a  circumstance,  both  declared 
that  thev  never  recollected  even  to  have  seen  Miss  Taylor  in  the  same  a- 
partment  with  his  Royal  Highness.  It  had  been  also  argued,  ^with  respect 
to  the  payment  for  plate  to  Mr.  Birkett,  that  when  the  Duke  of  York 
gave  bills  to  the  amount  he  did,  he  knew  there  was  a  deficiency  of  600/.— - 
he  knew  that  was  paid  by  Mrs.  Clarke,  and  consequently  that  she  must 
Lave  paid  it  with  the  500/.  received  on  account  of  Colonel  French's  levy  : 
but,  he  said,  that  connoissance  must  be  proved,  which  it  was  not  ;  and 
therefore  there  was  no  evidence  against  the  Duke  of  York,  and  the  whole 
of  the  objections  were  destroyed — He  then  proceeded  to  comment  on  tlie 
contradictions  in  the  evidence  of  Mr.  Dowler,  in  denying  his  interviews  with 
Mrs.  Clarke;  which,  he  contended,  were  partly  for  the  purpose  of  ar- 
ranging his  testimony'.  As  to  the  other  cases,  he  should  not  think  of  enter- 
ing mto  them  at  that  late  hour,  after  they  had  been  so  thoroughly  observed 
upon  before.  Upon  the  whole,  then,  he  concluded,  there  was  no  evidence 
to  fix  t|iis  foul  transaction  upon  the  Duke  of  York, — He  admitted  the 
charges  proved,  provided  Mrs.  Clarke  was  believed  ;  but  when  they  re- 
collected her  many  contradictions,  the  many  fabrications  she  was  convicted 
of,  and  the  whole  of  her  conduct,  there  would  be  but  few  who  would  think 
there  was  either  participation  or  connoissance  of  corruption  in  his  Royal  High- 
ness :  for  these  reasons  he  was  induced  to  agree  in  the  measures  of  his 
right  hon.  friend  Mr.  Perceval.-— He  then  considered  the  necessity  of 
adopting  any  measure  that  would  tend  to  remove  the  Duke  of  York  from 
the  connnand  of  the  army  ;  and  concluded  from  the  pa!?t,  the  total  cessation 
of  all  impropriety  since  the  separation  from  Mrs.  Clarke,  and  from  the  sense 
he  entertained  of  past  indiscretion,  there  was  no  danger  of  a  repetition  of 
them,  and  that  consequently  there  was  no  necessity  for  so  strong  a  measure. 

Mr:  WiiiTBREAi)  said  a  few  words  in  explanation.. 

Mr.  Banks  called  tlie  attention  of  the  House  before  they  separated, 
to  an  amendment  he  proposed  offering  to  the  original  address,  taking  it  as 
his  foundation.  He  did  not  mean  to  detail,  only  merely  to  state  generally 
the  nature  of  it,  in  order  for  their  consideration.  He  proposed  that  many 
parts  of  the  address  should  be  altered  and  taken  away  ;  but  he  would  add 
one  material  clause  to  the  body  of  it— that  this  House  negatived  all  partici- 
pation or  connoissance  of  corruption  in  the  Duke  of  York,  but  that,   under 
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all  the  circumstances,  tliey  did  not  consider  it  proper  he  sliould  any  longer 
4::ontinue  a  servant  of  the  public. 

The  Debate  was  then  further  adjourned,  at  Four   o'clock. 

Fridaii,  Mmxh  10. 

Mr.  Perceval  conceived,  that  thoy  might  dispose  of  tlic  form  of  their 
proceedings  this  night,  though  they  miirht  not  dispose  of  the  substance  till 
hereafter;  he  therefore  agreed  to  postponing  the  cull,  which  was  put  off  to 
jNIondav  next. 

ADDRESS  AS  TO  THE  DUKE  OF  YORK. 

On  the  motion  of  Lord  Folkstone,  the  House  proceeded  in  the  further 
consideration  of  the  report  of  the  Committee,  to  investigate  the  conduct  of  his 
-  Royal  Highness  the  Dui<e  of  York. 

The  original  address  of  Colonel  Wardle,  and  the  amendment  proposed 
by  the  Chancellor  of  the  Excif  equer,  were  read  from  the  Chair. 

Mr.  Banks  rose  and  spoke  as  follows:  **  Upon  this  case,  which  has  al- 
reaciy  occupied  so  much  time,  and  is  likely  yet  to  occupy  much  time,  I  shall 
take  the  linerty  of  stating  a  few  words,  in  consequence  of  what  has  fallen  from 
the  light  hon.  gentleman  opposite,  who  proposed  the  amendment  to  the  ori- 
ginal motion,  I  should  not  think  that  what  I  am  about  to  propose  as  an  ad- 
dition to  those  proceedings  was  contrary  to  any  form  of  Parliamentary  practice  ; 
conceiving,  as  I  do,  that  the  original  motion,  at  first  suggjested  by  my  hon. 
friend,  is  objectionable  in  point  of  form,  though  not  in  substance,  yet  it  is 
certainly  the  best  of  the  two  that  we  could  adopt.  I  think,  however,  that  it 
would  become  us  to  lay  before  his  Majesty  the  result  of  what  we  have  deduced 
from  those  examinations  that  have  taken  place  here,  in  one  uniform  and  ge- 
neral address,  instead  of  adopting,  various  previous  resolutions.  As  to  the 
nature  of  the  address  most  proper  for  this  occasion,  1  do  think  that  our  minds 
are  not  yet  very  much  made  up  upon  that  subject,  and  as  every  one  seems  to 
have  some  shades  of  doubt  and  of  certainty,  we  should  take  care  not  to  agree 
to  certain  resolutions  proposed,  until  we  can,  ascertain  whafis  to  be  the  result 
o{  them.  For  this  rea-on  it  is,  that  one  uniform  general  address  would  be  the 
preferable  mode  of  procedure  in  this  important  and  delicate  investigation. 
i>hould  it  be  otherwise,  and  supposing  the  House  were  to  agree  to  one  or  both 
of  the  first  resolutions,  and  not  adopt  a  third  one,  such  as  the  House  ought  to 
adopt,  it  would  place  itself  in  an  aukward  situation.  To  obviate  that  diffi- 
culty, I  wish  to  have  the  whole  of  the  subject  at  once  before  the  House,  in 
order  that  we  may  be  sure  what  we  are  about.  (Hear  \)  With  a  view  there- 
fore, of  preventing  aiT\'  difficulty  of  that  nature  fron^  arising  in  this  stage  of 
our  proceedings,  the  only  proper  mode  ,will,  in  my  opinion,  be,  to  amend  the 
amendment  that  has  just  been  read.  This  I  would  propose  to  do  by  retaining 
the  preliminary  part  of  the  address  proposed,  and  to  incorporate  with  it  a  pro- 
position, upon  which  it  will  be  proper  and  indispensably  necessary  for  the 
House  to  say  aye  or  no,  upon  the  subject  in  question.'  The  point  of  form  in 
this  procedure  will  be  decided  by  you.  Sir;  and  from  the  conversation  I  had 
the  honour  of  having  with  you  upon  this  matter,  it  appeared  that  the  prece- 
dents of  1755  and  1783  have  not  escaped  your  memory.  In  the  usual  course 
of  such  proceedings,  therefore,  the  first  division  of  the  House  in  the  progress 
of  this  great  question  wdl  be  that  which  I  intend  to  submit  to  you  in  the  form 
pf  an  amendment  upon  the  cimendmcnt  of  the  original  address,  and  upon  this 
point  I  think  the  sense  of  the  House  may  be  taken  this  night.  Now,  Sir,  to 
touch  upon  the  merits  of  the  question  itself,  I  must  observe,  that,  altliough  I 
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appear  af  a  sort  of  volunteer  in  this  great  cause,  yet  I  can  assure  you  tliereis 
no  individual  member  of  the  House  who  enters  into  this  inquiry  with  more  re- 
Juctance  than  I  do,  :ind  that  i)as  attended  to  the  progress  of  it  ivith  more  real 
pv^in  to  himself,  {Hear !  hear,!)  We  must  give  credit  to  our  own  members,  for 
the  honourable  motives  which  actuate  their  conduct  ;  but  [  cannot  heip  say- 
ing, that  after  all  that  has  passed,  it  appears,  lo  me  that  the  result  of  this  in- 
quiry is  much  more  likely  to  prove  detrimental  than  beneficial  to  the  country. 
{Hear!  hear!)  Since  the  question  has  been  brought  forward,  the  House 'fs 
certainly  forced  to  meet  it;  and  having  gone  fnto  the  consideration  of  it,  by 
adducing  evidence  at  the  bar,  I  am  now  anxious  that  the  House  should  do  it- 
self honour  by  it^  proceeding.  Under  that  conviction  I  trust  I  shall  not  dis- 
grace myself  in  laying  before  you  what  I  liave  to  propose,  and  I  am  persuaded 
niany  gentlemen  will  mark  their  opinion  of  it  by  their  vote  in  its  favour.  The 
general  subject  has  been  so  amply  discussed  upon  the  separate  charges,  that 
even  had  it  been  my  inclination  to  do  so,  I  feel  the  necessity  of  doing  it 
is  greatly  (lone  away.  I  feel  no  (U;sire  to  follow  those  hon.  gentlemen  who 
have  entered  into  the  most  scrupulous  investigation  of  al!  the  different  heads 
of  evidence.  7'hat  task  has  been  most  ably  aiul  luminously  performed  by  the 
right  lion,  gentleman  opposite  (Mr.  Perceval,)  with  an  ability  surpassing  any 
I  have  ever  seen  displayed  in  almost  any  great  cause  ;  insomuch  so,  that  even 
if  I  had  not  been  interested  in  it,  I  must  necessarily  have  been  induced  by  his 
eloquence  and  perspicuity,  to  enter  into  the  consideration  of  this  question  with 
the  utmost  attention  to  his  detail  of  evidence.  I  shall  do  him  this  justice  too, 
to  say,  I  really  think  he  did  it  with  great  fairness  and  conscientiousness.  On 
ti^e  other  side,  the  speech  weheard  last  night  from  an  hon.  gentleman  near  me 
(Mr.  Whitbread)  nmst  have  struck  every  one  as  most  forcible,  eloqueiTt,  and 
perspicuous.  To  enter,  therefore,  into  a  recapitulation  of  the  tedious  evidence, 
would  only  tend  to  confuse  and  perplex*,  and  should  never  be  attempted  to  be 
practised,  but  ought  most  studiously  to  be  avoided.  The  numerous  attend- 
ance of  the  members,  and  the  great  attention  they  have  paid  in  order  to  make 
themselves  masters  of  the  subject,  entitle  them  to  the  highest  credit ;  and  I 
hope  that  they  w^iil  now  take  care  not  to  disgrace  themselves  by  their  decision. 
Because  the  right  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  seem  to  think  that  some  of  these 
witnesses  have  contradicted  themselves,  a  thing  which  I  shall  not  entirely 
deny,  does  it  follow  that  their  evidence  would  not  be  received  in  courts  of 
justice,  or  that  it  ought  not  to  be  attended  to  here,  or  that  you  are  to  be 
thereby  prevented  from  taking  out  those  parts  of  the  evidence  which  are  true 
from  those  parts  of  it  which  are  false?  Does  my  right  hon.  friend  think,  that 
because  some  of  the  witnesses  are  not  worthy  of  belief,  the  vt'hole  of  the  evi- 
dence of  the  others  ought  to-be  blotted  out?  Are.  we  to  imagine  that  |)ersons 
eminently  characterised  by  good  faith  and  honour  are  the  only  ones  to  be  be- 
lieved, or  that  those  who  are  known  to  tell  many  falsehoods,  tell  no  truth  in 
any  instance  whatever  ?  Are  we  not  bound,  in  such  cases,  to  sift  their  evidence 
to  the  bottom,  extract  that  which  is  rendered  true  by  corroborative  circum- 
stances, and  receive  with  cautiow,  or  v/holly  reject,  that  which  is  otherwise? 
Most  undoubtedly  we  ought  to  do  so.  In  courts  of  law,  the  rules  of  evidence 
are  in  a  great  measure  precisely  defined,  but  even  there  no  such  constraint  is 
imposed.  Here  we  must  act  for  ourselves,  and  attach  credit  to  such  parts  of 
pvidence  as  we  deem  worthy  of  it,  and  upon  the  whole  of  it  form  a  general  opi-. 
4iion.  With  regard  to  many  of  the  witnesses  in  this  present  case,  I  may  say, 
J  liardly  ever  remember  of  having  seen  any  where  so  much  truth  and  falsehood 
intermingled  ;  but  is  it  therefore  possible  to  say,  that  where  you  suspect  false- 
hood to  exist,  it  is  the  same  thing  as  if  you  -had  heard  nothing  at  all  passing 
from  the  mouths  of  such  witnesses,  or  that  not  a  word  of  tr#th  had  b'ecn  uttered 

.by 


609 

by  them  ?  as  to  Mrs.  Clarke,  the  principal  witness  upon  this  occasion,  T  think 
some  parts  of  )ier  testimony  appear  to  be  so  strong,  as  to  be  totally  incontro- 
vertible; and  therefore  bring  the  matter  home  to  the  knowledge  of  his  Royal 
Highness.  The  principal  part  of  the  other  evidence  that  appears  to  do  so,  is 
the  testimony  of  Miss  Ann  Taylor. — Attempts  have  been  made  to  invalidate 
the  testimony  of  this  young  woman  ;  but  I  must  confess  they  have  not  been 
such  as  were  convincing^to  me,  although  some  suspicion  might  attach  to  her, 
from  the  circumstance  of  her  declining  to  answer  certain  questions.  1  do  not 
mean  those  relative  to  her  parents,  but  othef  questions  ;  for  the  not  answering 
of  which,  it  was  hardly  possible  she  could  have  any  reason.  Attending  to  her 
evidence  strictly,  and  taking  into  view  the  internal  evidence  of  concurring  cir- 
cumstances, it  "is  difficult  forme  to  believe  that  the  conversation  she  alluded  to 
did  not  pass  almost  in  the  very  words  in  which  she  stated  it.  If  that  conversa- 
tion did  pass,  I  certainly  think  it  does  carry  a  degree  of  suspicion,  rather  ex- 
ceeding that  which  my  hon.  friend  near  me  (Mr.  Bathurst)  was  willing  to 
ascribe  to  it;  namely,  that  a  constant  unreserved  intercourse,  with  regard  to 
military  promotions,  took  place  between  his  Royal  Highness  and  Mrs.  Clarke. 
It  has  been  questioned  how  far  it  was  probable  that  this  woman  should  recollect 
one  conversation  with  such  accuracy,  and  not  one  circumstance  that  occurred 
in  any  other  of  the  conversations  at  which  she  was  present.  But  let  us  see  a 
little  how  far  this  bears  upon  her  veracity  and  credibility.  We  are  to  suppose, 
as  has  been  alledged,  that  Miss  Taylor  comes  here  as  one  of  a  conspiracy;  if 
so,  was  it,  I  would  ask,  difficult  for  her  to  have  stated  some  further  conversa- 
tions, in  orderto  do  away  Such  an  objection  ?  They  went  to  establish  that  the 
notes  received  by  Mrs.  Clarke  from  Lieutenant-Colonels  Knight,  Brook  and 
Taylor,  were  shewn  to  the  Commander  in  Chief;  was  it  not  competent  to  have 
brougiit  forward  Miss  Ann  Taylor,  to  have  stated,  that  she  actually  was  pre- 
sent when  they  were  so  shewn  to  the  Duke,  if  she  had  really  been  a  witness 
disposed  to  come  forward  to  tell  deliberate  falsehoods?  Would  it  have  been  a 
difficult  matter,  under  such  circumstances,  for  her  to  say  she  was  present,  and 
saw  the  note  delivered  to  Ludovick  to  change?  Here,  I  say,  was  evidence  ex- 
pedient, and  within  their  own  reach,  impossible  to  have  been  controverted. 
Miss  Taylor,  when  examined  as  to  other  conversations,  stated,  that  she  did  not 
remember  any  other,  than  that  of  which  she  giv€s  us  the  words  ;  and  I  think 
her  testimony  on  that  account  is  the  more  credible.  There  is  another  part  of 
the  testimony,  not  oral,  but  written,  which,  I  think,  is  of  great  importance, 
and  to  it  I  shall  allude.  It  is  callkl  the  mysterious  note  ;  and  I  think  I  never 
remember  of  one  more  so  in  all  my  life.  I  do  not  think  it  is  difficult  to  imitate 
any  hand-writing,  so  that  credit  might  be  given  to  it  as  coming  from  another  ; 
but  upon  this  I  must  recur  to  the  substantial  internal  evidence  of  its  not  being  a 
forgery,  as  has  been  alleged.  Where  is  the  evidence  that  this  note  was 
written  by  Mrs.  Clarke  to  persuade  gentlemen  that  she  had  influence  with  the 
Commander  in  Chief,  when,  from  the  delay  ill  regard  toTonyn's  appointment, 
it  gave  them  reason  to  think  she  was  deceiving  him?  It  was  written  in  a  man- 
ner that  might  persuade  gentlemen  of  any  thing  they  might  think  proper  to 
construe  into  it,  might  make  them  believe  either  that  Tonyn's  business  was  to 
rest  as  it  was,  to  go  on,  or  to  stop.  In  short  it  amounted  to  nothing  at  all,  unless 
those  who  received  it  believed  it  actually  came  from  the  Conmiander  in  Chief, 
and  was  written  in  his  hand-writing.  If  this  note  were  a  forgery,  she  must  have 
been  sensible  it  was  written  in  a  style  that  implied  nothing,  and  therefore  could 
not  have  the  ellect  it  is  alleged  was  intended  by  it,  namely,  to  induce  Colonel  ' 
Tonyn  not  to  withdraw  his  money,  which  had  been  lodged  for  his  promotion. 
This  note  may  not  only  be  understood  indifferent  ways,  but  it  is  also  written  ^ 
without  a  signature,  Jf  it  were  forged,  she  had  surely  no  difficulty  to  hav 
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given  it  a  signature  equally  well  as  to  have  written  theother  part  of  it,  and  the 
more  especially,    as  it  appeared  from  her  cross-examination,  that  imitating 
hand-writings  was  her  particular  talent.     Here  then  is  a -woman  with  no  fame 
nor  character  to  preserve,  aud  not  much  constrained  from  committing  any  crime 
of  this  sort,  according  to  the  opinion  of  these  right  hon.  gentlemen,  forging  a 
note,  which   was  evidently   not  one  of  the  sort  which  could  convey  the 
sentiments  which   it  is  alleged   she  must  have   meant  to  convey.     I  really 
think  It  would  have  left  Colonel  Tonyn  in  as  much  doubt  as  before.     This 
note  appears  to  have  gone  to  him   by  means  of  Captain  Sandon,  although 
^eyidently  never  intended  by  the  Duke  nor  by  Mrs.  Clarke  to  have  been  so 
delivered.     Captain  Sandon,  who  is  deserving  of  no  belief,  wished  to  con- 
ceal this  note,  being  conscious  he  had  taken  it  unknown  to  Mrs.  Clarke-  — 
who,  in^her  testimony,  shews  she  was  entirely  ignorant  of  its  ever  having 
Been  in  his  custody.     Did  not  all  this  lend  to  prove,  that  it  was  no  forgery, 
but  was  actually  of  the  Royal  Duke's  hand-writing?  U,  then,  I  be  asked 
as  to  whether  or  not   I  have  any  suspicion  of  Coionel  Tonyn  getting  his 
promotion  from  the  Duke,  through  Mrs.  Clarke's   influence  and   interfer- 
ence, I  answer,   that  nothing  is  more  probable ;  for   it  is   clear,  that  liis 
Royal   Highness   knew   of  the  whole   circumstance  concerning  it.     This, 
however,   was  one  of  the  questions  which  the  right  hou.  gentleman  opposite 
chose  to  involve  in  dirficulty.    I  have  no  reason  to  negalive  the  question  as 
to  his  having  some  such  knowledge  of  it;  although  I   might  feel  some  de- 
gree of  hesitation.  The  transaction,  ag  to  the  levy  of  Colonel  French,  is  one 
that  is  also   said    to   have  procured  Mrs.  Clarke   money,   through  the  in- 
fluence of  the  Duke,  and  with  his  knowledge;  but  this  in  some  degree  I 
negative,  as  there  is  no  proof,  in  my  opinion,  of  any  corrupt  connivance  or 
participation   on   the  part  of  his   Royal   Highness.     In  regard  to  some  of 
these  pioniolions,  it  is  evident,  that  cirumstances  are  proved,  which  shew 
tiiat  he  must  have  had  some  general   information  of  them.      The  letter  as 
to  General  Covering's  levy  of  men,  evidently  shewed,  that  there  was  a 
return  m^de  by  the.  Duke  to  the  application  of  "iNlrs.  Clarke,  by  his  stating, 
that  the  new  regiments  were  to  be  raised  from  the  second  battalions;  and, 
although  it  shewed  nothing  either  political  or  judicious,  yet  it  confirmed 
that  general  intercourse  which  subsisted   between  his  Royal  Highness  and 
this  individual,  which   has    operated    so    detrimentally  to  her  c^iaracter. 
There  is  another  part  of  the  same  letter,  which  relates  to  Dr.  O'Meara; 
and  why  do(?s  that  learned  doctor  carry   his  credentials  to  Mrs.  Clarke  ?  Is 
It  not  because  this   foolish,  and   ambitious   man    wished,  by  preaching  be- 
lore  Koyalty,  to  elevate  himself  into  some  situation  of  promotion,  through 
the  medium  of  Mrs.  Clarke  ?  These  are  points  which  appear  to  me  to  form 
prominent  features  in  this  cause,  and  such  as  are  sufficient  to  justify  the 
House  in  founding  the  result  of  this  inquiry,  which  I  shall  submit  to  Uieir 
conbideration.     It  is  impossible,  I  think,  that  the  House  can  adopt  any 
proceeding  of  a  criminal  nature  upon  any  of  those  proceedings  that  have 
transpired,  and  for  that  reason  I  think  it  but  justice  to  his  Royal  Highness, 
as  well  33  fairness  to  the  country,  to  state  explicitly,  and  in  a  concentrated 
point  of  view,  what  is  our  opinion  of  the  whole  investigation  that  has  taket) 
place  as  to  those  great  and  substantial  charges.  It  will  surely  be  a  great  con- 
solation to  his  Majesty  to  know,  that  the  decision  has  lost  the  greatest  part 
of  its  violence  against  his  Royal  oflspring,  by  our  stating  that  it  does  not 
appear  proved  that  there  was  any  corrupt  connivance  or  participation  on 
the  part  of  the  Commander  in  Chief.     But  it  is  impossible  that  any  one  can 
50  clearly  exculpate  his  Royal  Highness  as  my  right  hon.  fnend  proposes  to 
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do  by  bis  amendment,  for  it  absolutely  gives  a  negative  to  any  knovvled^'e 
of  the  vv'hole  transactions.  Kven  if  there  were  no  knowledge  proved,  I  am 
convinced  that  the  general  notoriety  of  these  transactions,  and  the  con- 
stant applications  to  bini  in  his  official  capacity  as  Commander  in  Chief, 
might  have  easily  created  a  suspicion  in  his  Royal  mind,  that  Mrs.  Clarke 
must  have  been  participating  in  pecuniary  emoluments  arising  from  corrupt 
practices  as  to  promotions,  and  theref()re  it  is  impossible  he  can  be  entirely 
exculpated.  Lthink  that  the  correspondence  produced  by  Captain  liuxlev 
Saudon  is  extremely  material,  and  particularly  that  letter  from  iMrs.  Clarke 
to  hirn,  which  mentioned  her  jealousy  as  to  Greenwood;  which  jealousy 
could  not  have  existed,  if  she  had  not  been  conscious  every  thiug  had  been 
communicated  to  the  Duke,  and  should  they  meet  at  the  box  in  the  Opera, 
they  might  be  led  to  talk  of  the  levy.  There  is  one  other  main  point, 
which  it  appears  necessary  fur  me  to  include  in  the  amended  address,  and 
that  is,  with  regard  to  the  immorality  displayed  upon  this  occasion,  which 
although  alluded  to  in  the  amendment  of  my  right  hon.  friend, is  i;ot  in  suf- 
ficiently strong  teims.  This  House,  the  guardjan  of  the  laws,  constitution, 
and  liberties  of  the  country,  ought  also  to  be  regardful  of  the  public  morals, 
and  especially  in  such  times  as  these.  It  is  impossible  not  to  think  that  this 
is  a  species  of  immorality  vi^hich  might  corrupt  the  public  mind,  and  operate 
as  an  example  upon  other  classes  of  society.  It  is  peculiarly  necessary,  for 
the  public  example,  to  do  away  such  a  public  scandal,  and  it  is  not  sufficient 
therefore  to  say  merely,  that  we  lament  that  such  a  connection  should  have 
taken  place.  The  address  to  his  Majesty,  upon  the  o[/ening  of  Parliament, 
is  generally  made  as  an  echo  to  the  speech  ;  but  was  it  ever  conceived  that 
such  an  address  as  this  was  to  be  an  echo  to  a  letter. — {Hear!  hear! 
hear  /)— A  letter,  too,  received  under  such  circumstances  as  tho>e  attending 
the  one  sent  by  the  Duke  of  York.  To  do  so  would  not  be  making  a  pub- 
lic example  to  the  country,  and  it  would  be  so  like  an  humble  obedience  to 
the  dictates  of  his  Royal  Highness,  that  it  would  not  convince  the  country 
that  we  proceeded  upon  pure  and  honest  grounds." 

The  hon.  gentleman  then  concluded  with  moving,  as  an  amendment  to  the 
first  amendment, 

*'  That  an  humble  Address  be  presented  to  his  Majesty,  stating,  that  ccmmuni- 
cations  of  very  corrupt  practices  prevailing  in  regard  to  army  promotions,  havi:ig 
been  made  to  this  House,  and  into  which  this  House  have  examined,  we  feel  it 
our  duty  to  state,  that  such  corrupt  practices  and  abuses  have  unquestionably 
existed — to  assure  hi?  Majesty,  that  there  is  no  ground,  in  any  of  these  proceed- 
ings, for  charging  his  Royal  H'ighness  the  Commander  in  Chief  with  personal  cor- 
ruption, connivance,  or  participation  in  any  of  the  proiits  thence  arising ;  but 
knowing  the  salutary  rules  and  regulations  established  m  the  War-Office,  some  of 
which  Jiave  been  introduced  by  his  Roval  Highness  tlie  Duke  of  York  himself, 
we  are  obliged  to  express  our  opinion,  that  sudi  corrupt  practices  and  abuses 
could  not  have  existed  w^ithout  excitmg  his  attention ;  and,  if  so,  to  submit 
whether  your  Majesty  can  any  longer  continue  his  Royal  Highness  in  his  situation 
of  Commander  in  Chief -.—And  also  to  observe,  that  such  practices  are  hurtful 
to  the  public  morah  ^id  religion,  and  cannot  fail  to  have  a  pernicious  eftect  upon 
those  main-springs  of  social  order  in  society,  which  it  has  ever  been  his  Majesty's 
wish  to  strengthen  by  his  counsel,  and  to  illustrate  by  his  example." 

This  amendment  was  then  read  from  the  chair. 

Mr.  Yokke  observed,  that  the  distinction  taken  by  the  last  speaker, 
appeared  to  iiim  to  be  one  of  the  most  extraordinary  that  he  ever  recollected 
since  he  had  the  honour  of  a  seat  in  that  House.  He  felt  the  greatest  con- 
fidence that  the  House  would  come  to  a  conscientious  decision  on  the  sub- 
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iect,  which  was  one  or  the  most  important  that  had  fallen  under  the  cogni- 
zance of  Parliament  within  his  memory.     There  were  many  members,  who, 
in  their  capacity  of  magistrates,  must  have  acquired  a  very  competent  know- 
lecJje  of  the  principles  of  the  laws  of  evidence,  and  it  was  upon  these  prin- 
ciples only  that  they  could  decide  respecling  the  credibility  of  the  evidence 
they  had  heard  at  their  bar.     That  House  he  v^'ould  always  consider  as  the 
representative  body  of  the  empire  ;  and  though  there  might  be  occasions  in 
which  it  may  be  proper  to  refer  to  popular  opinion,  yet  he  was  certain  they 
would  never  sacrifice  their  own  dignity  and  justice  to  any  popular  cry.     He 
felt  confident,  therefore,  that  the  ultimate  decision  of  the   House  would  be 
satisfactory  to  the   public.     There  were  two  questions  before  the   House. 
The-first  was,  whether  his  Royal  Highness  the  Duke  of  York  was  implicated 
in  these  transactions  of  personal  corruption  or  corupt  connivance.  A  question 
would  arise  upon  this  as  to  what  the  proceedings  of  the   House  should  be. 
The  second  question  was,   whether,  even  in   the   supposition  of  his  Royal 
Highness  being  acquitted  of  corruption  or  criminal  participation,  there  was 
not  sufficient  evidence  before  the  Committee  that  bis  conduct  had  been  in- 
correct, and   vvas  therefore  liable  to  censure.     Tiiese  two  questions,  in  his 
opinion,   embraced  the   whole  of  the  proceedings  before  the  House.     The 
address  moved  by  the  hon.  gentleman  (Mr.  Wardle)  related   to  the   first 
question ;  the  amendment  proposed  by  his  right  hon.    friend  to  the  second. 
That  amendment  proposed  to  lay  aside  any  vote  ofan  address,  but  to  come  lo 
certain  resolutions  on  the  most  material  part  of  the  case.     The  first  of  these 
resolutions  proposed,  indeed,  to  come  to  a  distinct  vote  on  the  subject.    The 
object  of  the  second  amendment  (that  proposed  by  Mr.  Banks)   was  to  set 
aside  the  proceeding  by  resolution,  and  restore  the  original  address.     This, 
he  maintained,  would  be  the  effect  of  it ;  for  though  the  second  amendment' 
3nd  original  address  appeared  to  be  different  in  some  points,  yet  in  subslance 
they  were  precisely  the  same,  as  he  would  be  able  to  shew  presently.     He 
would  not  ascribe  to  the  hon.  member,  who  had  just  sat  down,  any  intention 
of  embarrassing  the  proceedings  of  the  House,  in  order  to  render  them  dif- 
ficult and  intricate;   but  if  he  did,  he  certainly  could  not  have  adopted  any 
proceeding  belter  calculated  lo  attain  such  an  object  than  that  which  he  iiad 
just  submitted   to  the  House.     It  was  intricate  and  complicated  to  the  fast 
degree.      Instead  of  the  House  having  to  decide  upon  the  original  proceeding, 
namely,    the  address,    they   would   have    to    determine  between    the  two 
amendments.     He  requested  the  indulgence  of  the  House,  while  he  briefly 
adverted  to  the  evidence  they  had  heard  at  their  bar.     It  appeared  from  this, 
that  Mrs.  Clarke  had  lived  with  the  Duke  of  York  for  about  two  years  and  a 
half,  and  it  was  made  a  charge  against  his  Royal  Highness,  that  during  that, 
time  she  by  heragents  had  engaged  in  an  extended  system  of  corruption  re- 
lating to   promotions  in  the  army,  and  other  appointments.     Towards  the 
middle  or  end  of  1806,  his  Royal   Highness  found  reason  to  part  with  this 
\%oman,  and  it  was  deeply  to  be  regretted  that  he  had  not  come  to  this  reso- 
lution much   sooner.     These  corrupt   transactions    must  therefore  have  oc- 
curred in  tkie  irilerval  between  the  beginning  of  1804-  and  the  period  that  she 
wasdiscarued.     It  appeared  also  from  the  evidence,  that  his  Royal  Highness 
Jhada  great  affection  lor  this  unfortunate  w^oman,  and  that  he    placed   un- 
limited confidence  in  her.     The  testimony  of  this  woman  was  the  chief  sup-, 
port  of  the  different  charges  that  were  preferred.     Now,   for  himself,  he 
w'ould  say,  that  he  would  give  no  credit  whatever  to  the  testimony  of  Mrs. 
Clarke,   as  affecting  the   Duke  of  York,  except  where  it  was  corroborated 
by  others.     She  had  the  strongest   motives   for  endeavouring  lo  destroy  the 
character  of  the  Duke.     Wounded  pride — the  fallen  ^nd  embarrassed,  state 
in  whidi  she  w«s — revenge^  a-nd  that  fixed  hete,  which,  when  it  once  lakes 
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root  in -ft  female  breast,  is  hardly  to  be  <^aihied,  urged  her  on,  and  produced 
(hose  various  contradictions  in  her  evidence,  which  stripped  it  of  all  credit. 
It  was  not  possible,  that  any  man,  who  was  not  unaccountably  prejudiced 
by  someihino-  extraordinary  in  the  manner  or  habits  of  that  woman,  would 
believe  what  she  said,  if  it  was  uncorroborated  by  other  testimony. 

There  was  one  circumstance  in  this  evidence  not  hitherto  adverted  to.  It 
would  seem  from  her  representation,  that  she  was  a  married  woman,  who  had 
been  seduced  from  her  husband  by  his  Royal  Hi^hne^s.     The  fact  was,  that 

'  she  had  previously  lived  with  Mr.  O^ilvie,  or  he  lived  with  her,  an  army 
agent,  whoafterwards  became  a  bankrupt,  and  from  whose  hands  she  came, 
deeply  versed  in  all  the  mysteries  of  army-jobbing,  to  the  Duke  of  York.  In 
this  school,  a  woman  of  her  talents  coul.I  not  but  have  made  great  proficiency 
jn  that  science,  which  she  so  dexterously  and  successfully  practised  while 
under  the  protection  of  his  Royal  Highness.  According  to  her  account,  it 
was  not  until  some  time  after  the  establishment  at  Gloucester-place  was  set 
up,  when  she  discovered  that  the  allowance  was  not  sufficient  to  maintain  if, 
that  she  felt  herself  under  the  necessity  of  taking  up  this  system.  But  let 
gentlemen  examine  the  minutes,  and  there  they  would  find  it  in  evidence, 
(hat  the  proposal  for  French's  levy  was  made  on  the  1st  of  February,  1  804-, 
before  the  establishment  at  Gloucester-place  was  set  up,  or  just  as  it  hadcom- 

/  menced.  In  fact,  she  began  to  put  her  knowledge  in  practice,  before,  by 
her  own  account,  she  became  in  the  least  embairassed.  Was  he  not  justified 
in  saying,  that  this  woman  came  out  of  Mr.  Ogiivie's  hands  well  acquainted 
with  all  the  mysteries  of  military  services  ?  The  application  from  Sandon  and 
French  must  have  been  before  she  went  to  reside  in  Gloucester-place.  Would 
any  one  believe  what  she  said  respecting  her  distresses  having  arisen  some 
months  after  she  had  come  to  Gloucester-place  ?  It  was  proved  by  her  con- 
nection with  Sandon  and  French,  that  the  story  of  her  distress  was  invented 
to  bolster  up  that  fact.  With  respect  to  what  she  said  on  the  subject  of 
French's  levy,  the  hon.  gentleman  who  spoke  last. said  it  was  strongly  cor- 
roborated by  the  terms  of  the  levy  itself,  and  the  evidence  of  Miss  Taylor. 
Now  with  regard  to  Miss  Taylor,  he  had  a  very  strong  suspicion  on  his 
mind  whether  any  credit  was  due  to  her  evidence.  There  were  many  con- 
tradictions in  it,  and  particularly  in  what  she  had  said  respecting  Mrs.  Favery. 
She  had  stated  that  she  never  recollected  that  Mrs.  Favery  went  by  the  name 
of  Mrs.  Farquhar.  He  would  put  it  to  the  House  whether  such  a  circum- 
stance could  have  been  unknown  to  her.  When  it  appeared  that  she  was 
wholly  devoid  of  memory,  respecting  the  Duke's  conversations  with  Mrs. 
Clarke,  in  every  instance  but  one— Vhen  it   was  considered  that  she  was  the 

.  constant  companion  of  Mrs.  Clarke  (he  meant  no  imputation  against  her 
morals  on  that  account,  for  the  nature  of  the  relationship  between  them  would 
justify  their  associating),  that  she  had  been  often  relieved  by  her,  surely  i^ 
could  not  be  too  much  to  presume,  that  she  would  not  hesitate  to  shew  her 
gratitude  and  attachment  by  endeavouringlo  serve  her  friend  on  an  important 
occasion.  It  was  impossible  to  find  the  Duke  of  York  guilty  upon  such  evi- 
dence  as  her's.  He  would,  however,  admit  that  it  was  probable  some  con- 
versations might  have  taken  place  in  the  presence  of  Miss  Taylor  ;  for  he  had 
great  confidence  in  Mrs.  Clarke,  not  knowing  that  she  came  out  of  Ogilvie's 
hands.  It  was  impossible  indeed,  on  the  terms  that  this  man  and  vvoraan 
were,  that  the  Duke  of  York  should  not  have  placed  great  confidence  in  her 
in  matters  relating  to  his  own  ptofession.  He  must  admit  that  such  confidence 
did  take  place  ;  but  the  expression  did  not  imply  that  it  related  to  any  corrupt 

practices.  •       •  t 

With  respect  to  Tonyn's  case,  the  only  circumstance  that  connected  it  with 
the  Duke  of  York,  was  the  note  whidi  Uad  been  found  in  Sandon's  possession. 

But 
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But  It  was  very  doubtful  on  the  face  of  It,  whether  that  note  was  written  by 
hU  Royal  Highness  or  not.  So  much  doubt,  indeed,  had  he  about  it,  that  he 
could  not  reconcile  his  mind  to  beliere  that  it  was,  and  tliat  it  related  as- 
charged,  to  a  criminal  transaction.  He  rather  believed  that  it  had  be?n 
forged  by  Mrs.  Clarke  for  the  purpose  of  defrauding  Tonyn,  throu--h  the 
medium  of  her  agent  Sandon.  No  one  who  considered  the  abandoned 
character  of  this  woman  could  hesitate  to  believe  that  she  did  not  seize  on 
every  thing  within  her  reach,  with  the  rapacity  of  a  harpy. 

Many  gentlemen,  well  acquainted  with  various  hands,  whose  business  it 
was  to  detect  forgeries,  and  in  wliich  they  slie wed  themselves  very  clever, 
had  doubts  as  to  the  note  being  the  hand-writing  of  the  Duke.  Indeed,  anv 
member,  who  tor.k  the  trouble  of  carefully  examining  Mrs.  Clarke's  letters, 
would  perceive,  that  they  contained  a  ba«is  for  a  facility  of  imitating  the 
Duke's  hand  ;  and  there  were  two  short  notes  of  iiis  Royal  Highness,  in 
particular,  which  she  might  makeu^e.of  as  autographs  to  counterfeit'lhe 
Duke's  writing.  But  supposing  it  was  written  by  the  Duke,  might  it  not 
have  related  to  soniC  other  Tonyn,  or  to  some  circumstance  respectino-  this 
same  Tonyn  other  tl^an  his  promotion?  Ir  was  impossible  to  Wve  up  any 
person  to  censure  and  punishment  on  such  evidence.  ** 

On  Carter's  case  he  wouUi  say  but  little,  as  any  imputation  a^ralnst  his 
Royal  Highness  on  the  subject  of  his  promotion  seemed  to  be  given  up  by 
all  sides  of  the  House.  There  was  great  reason  to  suppose,  that  the  Duke 
knew  he  was  the  »on  of  Captain  Sutton,  and  it  is  possible  that  he  mav  have 
attended  his  person.  But  his  Royal  Highness  had  shewn,  that  he  had  always 
been  very  anxious  about  the  character  of  the  army,  and  that  he  was  careful 
that  no  improper  persons  should  intrude  into  it.  It  was  one  of  the  chief  and 
first  objects  of  his  care,  when  he  took  the  command  of  the  army  ;  the  charac- 
ter of  which  was  far  different  now  from  what  it  was  when  he  was  put  at  the 
head  of  it.  With  regard  to  Shaw's  appointment,  he  should  not  detain  the 
House  a  moment  on  it.  There  was  no  irregularity  in  any  instance  relating 
to  it.  He  was  placed  upon  thehalF-pay  as  a  matter  of  course.  The  pencilled 
note,  so  much  insisted  on,  did  not  retard  his  appointment  fora  moment.  It 
did  not  appear,  from  the  documents  in  Colonel  Gordon's  office,  that  any  letter 
had  been  ever  written,  of  which  this  presumed  rejection  of  h'is  proposal  was 
the  basis. 

The  next  case  was  that  of  Dowler;  and  here  he  must    say,  there  was 
no  credit  whatever  due  to  the  testimony  of  this  man.      For  years  he  had  been 
the  favourite  paramour  of  Mrs.  Clarke,  long  before  she  cariie  to  live  with  the 
,    Duke.     He  had  expended  considerable  sums  on  her,  and  noihing  was  more 
likely  than  that  he  should  have  had  recourse  to  this  stratagem  to^getlOOO/. 
out  of  old  Mr.  Dowler,  for  the  purpose  of  expending  it  on  this  v%'oman.     It 
was  proved  that  they  were  in  the  habit  of  drawing  bills  on  each  other,  and 
one  of  these,  to  the  amount  of  300/.  was  discounted  at  Parker's,  and  remained 
unpaid  to  this  day.     There  was  no  doubt  on  his  mind  that  the  appilication  in 
favour  of  Dowler  came  from  Sir  Brook  Watson.     It  appeared  from  the  cor- 
respondence with  the  Treasury,   that  three  out  of  the  hve  Assistant  Commis. 
saries  tor  which   he  applied  had  been  recommended   by  him.      This     pre- 
sumption was  corroborated  by  Dowler  himself;   (or  in  his  conversation   with 
an  hon.  member  of  the  House  (Alderman  Couibe).  he  said  that  he  was  per- 
suaded he  obtained  his  appointnaent  through  Sir  Brook  Watson.     He  should 
say  no  more  respecting  the  criminal  part   of  the  transaction.     If  the  Duke  ' 
wished  to  make  a  profit  of  his  patronage,   had  he  not   hundred's  of  ensiancies 
and  cornetcies  every  year  at  his  disposal,  which  he  might  have  turned  to  ac- 
count? The  sale  of  these  might  have  produced  him  thousands,  if  he  was  base 
and  mean  enough   lo  endeavour  to  derive  advantage  from  the  power  of  dis- 
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paslng  of  them.  Was  it  to  be  supposed  then,  that  he  wouIJ  employ  this 
woman  in  ihis  abominable  traflic  for  the  sake  ot  a  few  hundreds?  He  would 
say  one  word  more  respecting  French's  levy.  The  expence  of  it  did  not 
exceed  41/.  per  man;  a  very  reasonable  price,  considering  I Ik^  difficulty  of 
obtaining  men  at  that  time.  It  did  not,  in  fact,  cost  as  much  as  other  levies 
that  were  on  foot. 

He  would  now  examine  the  second  quesllon.   The  question  was,  supposing- 
the  Duke  to  be  guilty  of  the  criminal  transaction,  what  was  the  proceedino- 
to  be  taken  ?  Tlie  address   left  every  thing  undefined;   it  asserted   nothing, 
and  he  trusted  the  House  would  not  agree  to  it.     If  the  Duke  of  York  was 
criminal,  v.'hy  not  send  iiim  to  trial  at  once  ?  Why  not  impeach  him  before 
his  peers  ol  high  crimes  and  misdemeanours-?    If  he  was  found  guilty  by  that 
tribunal,  PailiaiViCnt  could  not  go  too  far.     It  vjould  be  the  dut?/  of  both  Houses 
of  Parliament  to  bring  in  a  Bill  for  his  exclusion  from  the  Throng.     He  had 
no  hesitation  in  saying,  that,  if  he  was  guilty  of  these  practices,  he  never  ought 
to  sit  upon  the  throne.     This  was  the  constitutional  law  of  the  land.     It  was 
the  penalty   of  apostatising  from  the  established  religion  of  the  state.     The 
brilliancy  ol  the  crown   would  be  tarnished,   the  ermine  that  decorated   the 
royal  robes  would  be  sullied,  if  a  Prince  so  disgraced  should  ever  be  destined 
to  wear  them.     It  was  impossible  that  a  Prince,  convicted  of  such  practices, 
could  sit  upright  upon  his  throne,  or  look  his  people  in  the  face.  These  would 
be  the  consequences  of  acceding  to  this  address.     With  respect  to  the  undue 
influence  said  to  be  exerted  over  the  Commander  in  Chief,  the  extent  to  which 
it  was  exercised,  he  thought  th^.t,  on  a  fair  examination   of  the  evidenc(?,  it 
would  appear  that  not  one  of  these  proceedings  were  in  themselves  improper. 
They  would  have  taken  place  without  the  interference  of  Mrs.  Clarke.  There 
^A'as  nothing  improper  or  detrimental   to    the  public  in  them.     But  his  hon. 
friend  said  she   had  an  interest  in  advancing  these  promotions.     How  did  it: 
appear  ?      Was  it  from  the  letter  re^pect:^g  General  Clavering's  application  ? 
It  was  very  natural  that,  between  a  lady  and  a  genileman  living  together  on 
the  terms  these   did,    such   a  communication   might  take  place  without  any 
corrupt  view  whatever.     Mrs.  Clarke  said  at  the  bar,  that  she  had  between 
fiity  and  sixty  .letters  of  the  Duke  of  York,  and  yet  this  was  the  only  instance 
in  their  correspondence  relating  to   mihtary  promotion.     He  was  astonished, 
therefore,  the  hon.  member  should  as,>ert,  that  it  was  clear  that  the  Duke  of 
York  was  in  constant  habits  of  communicating  with  Mrs.   Clarke  on  military 
matters,  when  there  was  only  one  solitary  instance,   in  which  it  appeared  to 
have  taken  place  ;  if  there  was,  the  House  might  be  assured  that  either  Mrs. 
Clarke  or  the  hon.   member  who  preferred   the  charges  against   his  Royal 
Highness,  would  not  have  neglected  to  avail  themselves  of  such  documents! 
As  to  Dr.O'Meara,  il  was  to  be  lamented  that  the  Duke,  on  such  a  recom- 
mendation, should  have  interfered  for  this  man,  or  made  use  of  the  expression 
that  he  did  respecting  him.     No  such  connection  should  have  existed.     He 
must  again  recur  to  Tonyn's  note.     He  could  not  consider  it  as  affecting  the  , 
Duke  in  the  smallest  degree.     In  his  opinionthere   was  no  proof  before  the  ' 
House  that  could  warrant  it  to  inflict  so  heavy  a  punishment  upon  his  Royal 
Highness  as  his  removal  from  the  command  of  the  army,  whatever  censure  it 
might,  in  its  wisdom,  determine  to  pass  on  him. 

The  object  of  the  address,  as  well  as  the  amendment,  seemed  to  be  to  re- 

-Brtove  the  Duke  from   the  command  of  the  army.     If  he  were  brought  to  the 

yhecessity  of  agreeing  to  such  an  address,  as  he  undoubtedly  was  nut,  he  should 

st:il  extremely  deplore  such  a  circumstance  as  afl:ecting   the    interests-,  the 

discipline,  and  the  feelings  of  the  army.     Much  had  been  said  of  tiie  danger 

.   ol  piacino  the  Princes  at  the  head  of  any  establishments,  on  account  of  their 

not 
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not  being  responsible.  But  look  at  the  milifary  history  of  Ihe  country,  and  il 
would  be  found  that  the  army  never  wa^  in  such  good  condition  as  when  our 
Princes  were  at  the  head  of  it.  This  was  the  casein  the  time  of  King  William, 
who  was  himself  a  soldier,  and  who  managed  the  whole  of  it  with  the  assist- 
ance  of  Mr.  Braithwaite.  It  was  also  the  case  when  the  army  was  under  the 
command  of  the  Duke  of  Cumberland,  in  the  war  of  the  Succession"^  when  it 
was  crowned  with  eternal  glory  by  the  victory  of  Minden,  and  the  names  of 
T^wnshend  and  others  were  rendered  illustrious  under  the  councils  of  Lord 
Chatham.  In  addition  to  these  instances,  there  was  the  army  formed  by  the 
Duke  of  York,  than  which  there  could  not  be  a  better.  No  man  would  deny 
that  it  was  equal  to  any  in  Europe.  This  the  country  owed  to  the  inde- 
fatigable zeal  and  application  of  the  Duke -of  York.  It  was  impossible, 
therefore,  aot  to  deplore  that  such  a  man  should  be  removed  from  it,  and  that 
the  command  should  be  placed  in  the  hands  of  a  person  or  persons,  he  would 
not  say,  not  tit  for  it,  but  certainly  not  so  tit  as  his  Royal  Highness.  One 
word  as  to  responsibility.  Could  any  one  say  that  the  Duke  was  not  re- 
sponsible ?  What  was  he  now  ?  {Hear!  hear!  hear!)  Was  h?  not  now  in  fact 
upon  his  trial  ?  Might  he  not  be  called  upon  to  pay  the  penalty  of  the  neglect 
that  was  imputed  to  him,  of  the  corruption  of  which  he  was  accused  ?  In  the 
four  transactions  which  were  brought  forward,  there  was  not,  he  would  con- 
tend, the  smallest  proof  of  personal  corrupti'ui,  or  corrupt  participation;  and 
so  absolved,  was  he  to  be  removed  frotD  his  command,  and  loadt^d  with  in- 
dignity, because  a  popular  cry  had  been  industriously  raised  against  him  ? 
V/as  it  becoming^the  dignity  of  that  House,  out  of  mean  and  slavish  deference 
to  this  popular  cry  {loud  cheering)  to  adopt  the  resolution  proposed  ^  to  hu- 
mour this  most  inconsi.ierate  and  unjust  disposition,  circulated  with  a  rapidity 
and  malignity  quite  inconceivable?  It  was  natural  that  the  people  should 
complain  on  many  occasions,  and  it  was  fitting  tliat  the  House  should  sym- 
pathise with  them  ;  but  this  was  a  humour  that  was  not  always  to  be  in- 
dulged. The  people  were  never  long  in  discovering  their  errors,  and  ex- 
perience proved,  that  they  felt  no  extraordinary  gratitude  to  those  who  were 
the  means  of  involving  or  continuing  them  in  the  wrong  path  Let  the  Hou-^e 
speak  out  manlully,  and  say,  if  it  was  not  prepared  to  resist  this  address,  to 
remove  the  Dukeot  York  from  the  command  of  the  army,  as  well  as  the  po- 
pular cry,  wliich,  by  vvhat  fell  from  thehon.  gentleman,  he  must  consider  as 
the  lo.nid^iion  of  it. 

Mr.  Leach  thought  it  is  duty,  upon  this  important  occasion,  to  ad- ■ 
dress  a  few  observations  to  the  attention  of  the  House.  Neither  of  the 
addresses  moved  respecting  the  Duke  of  York  met  with  his  approbation, 
because  neither  of  them  acquits  his  Eoyal  Highness  from  every  speciss  of 
criminality  and  connivance  relative  to  the  abuses  complained  of,  and  be- 
cause they  both  contain  a  request  that  His  Majesty  will  be  graciously 
pleased  to  remove  the  Duke  of  York  from  the  command  of  the  army. 
First  of  all  he  was  induced  to  say,  that  he  could  not  believe  the  evidence 
upon  which  these  addresses  were  founded,  for  be  certainly  could  not  credit 
Mrs.  Clarke  herself,  she  was  contradicted  by  the  testimony  of  others,  and 
there  were  also  contradiction  and  inconsistency  within  her  own  evidence. 
He  trusted  the  House  would  induliie  him  in  tiie  course  of  what  he  consi- 
oidTfid  the  discbarge  of  his  duty,  while  he  referred  to  the  written  testimony 
now  before  them.  He  contended,  if  recourse  were  had  to  that  part  of  the 
papeis  which  contains  her  evidence,  and  that  of  Knigh-t,  she  is  there  most 
flatly  contradicted  by  him,  relating  to  what  she  had  expressed  on  a  former 
instance,  in  respect  to  the  threat  she  made  of  ruining  the  Duke.  What- 
ever might  have  been  said  by  the   hon.  gentleman  (^Mr.  Whitbread)   near 

him, 


vC- 


ii:*       \ 


3^f   SHIEJRIB^^. 


617 

I)im,  and  which  he  was  astonished  to  hear,  th^i^t  Mrs.  Clarke's  testiiv.or.v 
remained  uncontradicted  and  nninipeached ;  yet  on  his  (Mr.  L's.)  mind 
there  was  a  clearconviction  ol"  her  testimony  being  fully  contrddictcd,  and 
not  worthy  r.f  belief. 

[The  hon.  and  learned  gentleman  here  read  that  part  of  the  evidence.  J 
The  next  instance  of  her  being  contradicted  would  evidently  appear 
from  what  she  had  stated  regarding  her  not  having  seen  the  lion.  menil>er 
who  brought  forward  these  charges  the  day  before;  she  said,  ui  such  a 
manner  that  precluded  every  excuse  for  mistake;  positively,  she  did  not 
see  Mr.  Wardle  the  whole  of  the  preceding  day,  which  was  on  Tuesday; 
but  the  hon.  member  himself  being  examined,  immediately  stated  he  had 
called  upon,  and  seen  her,  on  the  day  mentioned.  Again,  without  re- 
ferrinoT  to  the  evidence  itself,^  he  would  endeavour  to  recollect  the- other 
case5,*^to  which  he  was  desirous  of  calling  the  attention  of  the  House  ;  and 
they  would  remember,  when  Mrs.  Clarke  was  asked  whether  she  was  m ' 
the  habit  of  seeing 'Mrs.  Favery,  she  said  she  was  not;  and  then  Mr. 
Ellis  afterwards  stated  Mrs.  Clarke  was  in  the  habit  of  seeing  Mrs.  Favery, 
and  often  visited  her.  Besides  the  cases  which  might  be  referred  to,  her 
evidence  was  also  in  itself  inconsistent  and  contradictory.  With  respect  to 
Mr.  Dowler,  she  not  onlv  denied  having  siept  at  the  Slaughter  Coffee- 
house, bill  said  she  had  nut  seen  Mr.  Dowler  the  very  night  alluded  to, 
which  was  very  material.  He  was  ready  to  admit,  indeed  he  was  c^mfi- 
dent\  that  the  note  so  often  mentioned  was  the  hand-writing  of  the  Duke 
of  York,  and  he  was  also  of  opinion  the  evidence  respecting  it  was  conclu- 
sive to  this  extent,  it  proved  his  Royal  Highness  had  some  communication 
wiih  .Mrs.  Clarke  on  Major  Tonyn's  appointment ;  bot  that  communica- 
tion was  entirely  innocent  on  his  part,  and  so  was  the  writing  of  the 
r.ote  itself.  He  had  next  to  make  a  few  observations  upon  what  ha,d  been 
said  by  Miss  Taylor  respecting  Col.  French  and  his  levy. 

[The  hon.  member  read  the  passage  from  the  minutes,  where  Miss  iay- 
lor  relates  the  words  of  the  Duke  of  York  on  that  subject,  in  a  conversation 

with  Mrs.  Clarke.]  i        r  l.  •     .• 

He  was  not  disposed  to  believe  this  testimony  a  complete  fabrication  on 
the  part  of:Miss  Taylor;  but  there  seemed  to  him  a  disposition  to  commu- 
nicate onlv  a  part.  Let  it  be  considered  what  Miss  Taylor  had  said  for  herself 
on  this  occasion,  when  bhe  was  asked  how  she  came  to  recollect  I  his  particu- 
lar conversation  from  so  distanfa  period  as  four  years  agu  ?  To  this  she 
answered,  she  had  frequently  from  that  time  recollected  the  circumstance  ; 
but  upon  being  asked  further,  she  could  not  in  the  least  recollect  .what 
Mrs.  Clarke  said  m  reply.  But  he  was/:ertam,  and  it^was  unpo.sible  it 
should  be  otherwise,  Miss  Taylor  could  not  forget;,  she  had  been  inclined 
to  suppress  a  part  of  the  conversation,  and  thereby  to  give  u  a  ditierent 
coloui  from  that  which  would  otherwise  have  appeared.  The  exp-nises  ot 
Gloucester-place  were  anotlier  toi)ic  of  ani.nadversion  in  the  speech  ot  tne 
iKui.  gentleman;  but  if  we  look  into  the  account,  all  which  had  beeij  iin- 
mediatelv  expended  or  supplied  by  credit  on  the  part  ot  the  Duke  of  \ork, 
the  amount  ot  those  sum:^  would  be  about  .6,00'J/.  .Another  general  prin- 
ciple, and  a  very  powertul  one,  was  the  conclusion  drawn  !;;->;"  ^'^^  ^^'^^^ 
of  York  permitting  so  iniquitous  a  procedure  as  the  levy  of  Col.  Hencb. 
If  it  were  as  stated,  it  would,  must  of  all,  shew  corruption  m  the  L.om- 
mander  in  Chief;  but  hedid  not  admit  t'.ie  fact.  Col.  French  had  acted  m- 
,a  regular  way,  and  no  doubt  would  have  obtained  the  levy  without  any^as- 
K0.25.  4i 
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sistance  from  Mrs.  Clarke.  It;  was  strange  any  one  sLould  argue,  that  each 
tiian  cost  [501.  i  whereas  il  was  an  erroneous  opinion,  founded  upon  tho 
observation  of  Gen.  Taylor,  whose  mode  of  reckoning  was  for  one  man 
only.  On  this  subject  it  v;?,i  not  our  duty  to  inquire  what  injury  merely 
resulted  from  this  levy;  but  it  it  were  raised  for  the  purpose  of  privately 
beneiiting  Col.  French,  did  Col.  Frencli  4;ain  any  advantage  by  this  levy  ? 
.■Now  the  fact  was,  he  lost  much  from  his  undertaking,  and  that  considera- 
tion alone  proved  there  could  be  no  collasion  between  him  and  the  Com- 
rnander  in  Chief,  for  the  purpose  of  gaining  private  advant  ige.  lie  would 
pass  over  Brook  and  Knight ;  for,  whatever  the  case  nnghi  be,  it  was  not 
onQ  wiiich  could  in  the  sli*hlest  des^ee  call  in  question  the  rectitude  of  the 
Commander  in  Chief.  If,  in  the  case  of  Col.  Shaw,  he  had  first  been  pro- 
moted, and  afterwards  put  on  half-pay,  because  he  did  not  pay  a  certain  sum 
of  money  to  Mrs.  Clarke,  it  would  be  a  strong  instance  of  corrnotiqiV  against; 
his  Royal  Highness.  But  it  was  not  true;  the  case  was  otherCvis.%  and 
Col,  Shaw  was  glad  to  accept  his  situation,  on  condition  of  his  being  p'lt  on 
lialf-pa.y.  He  did  not  believe  the  Duke  of  York  wa<;  at  all  privy  to  Samuel 
Carter's  having  stood  behind  the  ehair  of  iMrs.  Clarke  ;  at  the  same  lime  he 
imght  liave  been  in  that  citnation ;  yet  it  <iid  not  follow  the  Dake  must  ne- 
ces>arily  have  been  cognizant  of  that  circumstance.  Believmt^,  as  he  did, 
there  was  no  trudi  in  the  testimony  adduced,  he  considered  himself  bound 
to  di>sent  frorq  the  address,  and  to  dedare  he  most  firnTly  beHeved  there  wai? 
no  criminality  nor  connivance  in  the  conduct  of  the  Dike  of  York  ;  neither 
did  he  see  any  leason  for  the  inteiferciice  of  that  House,  ar.d  bv  actmg  on 
that  subject  it  Was  not  likely  it  would  be  attended  wi  h  any  salutary  effect. 
Much  had  been  impressed  upon  the  minds  of  individuals  vrith  regard  lo  the 
proper  discharge  of  their  duties  in  that  House.  He  thought  the  only  duty 
they  were  bound  lo  atlenrj  to,  was  to  read  with  coolness  and  imparliaiity  the 
vyhole  of  the  evidence  before  them,  and  decide,  without  being  prejudiced 
by  any  opinion,  and  thereby  they  would  best  discharge  their  duty,  if  any 
Tne  liber  should  act  otheKvise,  and  be  bias.^ed  by  the  sentiments  out  of  doors, 
lie  would  relinquish  his  duty,  an]  i)is  conduct  would  be  a  libel  on  the  good 
sense  of  that  House.and  the  country. 

Lord  Folkstone  rejoiced  that  he  had  given  way  to  the  learned  gentle- 
man, becai.s.^  it  yave  him  an  onportunilv  of  replvinor  to  the  arguments  which 
he  had  brouglit  forward.  But  before  he  should  notice  what  had  fallen  from 
tiut  learned  gentleman,  he  should  say  a  word  or  two  upon  what  had  been 
urged  by  the  right  hon.  gentleman  opposite  (.Mr.  Yoke).  With  lespeci  to 
what  had  been  stiitcd  by  the  right  hon.  gentle.nati  on  the  floor,  with 
reference  to  the  ])roceediug  proposed  by  the  hon.  gentleman  (Mr.  Banks), 
he  would  refer  to  the  explanation  given  by  that  hon.  gtntleman,  which 
shewed  that  it  was  neither  intricate  nor  difficult.  The  hon.  gentleman 
who  proposed  that  proceeding,  had  explained  its  nature  in  a  few  words, 
and  fully  demon^tated  to  the  satisfaction  of  the  House,  that  thecoursfehe  re- 
commended was  neither  involved  in  intricacy,  nor  embarrassed  with  diffi- 
culty. It  was  pertt'clly  clear,  thai  no  question  could  exist  as  to  its  r?gn- 
larity,  and  he  was  confident  that  no  doubt  could  be  entertained  as  lo  its 
propriety.  The  reason  which  the  hon.  gentleman  assigned  tor  the  present 
mode  of  proceeding  which  he  had  recommended,  was,  that  he  did  not 
think  the  case  such  an  one  as  ought  to  be 'met  by  resolutions,  and  there- 
fore he  had  proposed  aji  address  accordmg  to  theoriginal  motion,  and 
dJtfermg  only  in  form.  Hy  had  a]&o  stattd,  tliat  it  was  desirable  to  reduce 
the  whole  into  one  connected  question,  which   it  would  not  be  difficult  to 
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decide  upon;  and  in  ordei'  to  prevent  the  rase  from  being  split 
and  divided,  as  iti  the  manner  proposed  by  Llie  honourable  genile- 
man  opposite.  Witii  respect  to  what,  had  fallen  tVotn  the  rigiit  honour- 
able geiillemau  upon  the  floor  (a  topic  which  had  b«ren  toucbed  upon 
by  the  learned  gentlemin  towards  the  close  of  his  speech)  as  to  the  in- 
fluence which  public  opinion  ought  to  have  upon  tlje  proceedinijs  of  that 
House,  he  could  ^not  conceive  to  wliat  it  applied.  He  was  sure  that  there 
had  been  nolhingf  in  the  speech  or  address  of  his  hon.  frien  I,  nor  in  the 
address  ot  ihe  other  hon.  member,  that  could  afford  aground  for  suppos- 
itig  that  ihey  had  been  framed  with  a  view  to  meet  the  bias  of  public 
opinion,  or  that  the  House  was  called  upon  to  agree  to  eiilier  for  that 
purpose.  Of  this  he  was  certain,  no  attempt  of  that  kind  was  intended  ; 
and  i.f  it  were,  he  would  be  tlie  last  man  to  attempt  to  justify  such  ari 
attempt.  He  remembered,  a  few  years  ago,  he  had  ventured,  With  some 
friends,  to  avow  sentnnents  and  opinions  uv  that  House,  in  the  teeth  of  a 
Very  strong  impression  of  public  opinion,  for  which  at  the  time  they  had 
been  held  up  to  the  odium  and  execration  of  the  public.  He  could  appeal 
to  what  passed  on  that  occasion,  whether  l)e  was  a  peison  likely  to  lall  ia 
with  public  opinion,  unless  it  was  consistent  with  his  own  best  judgement 
to  do  so.  In  commenting  upon  the  motion  vvhicli  had  been  submitted 
that  night,  the  right  hon.  gentleman  had  observed,  that  they  were  bound  to 
impute  the  most  proper  motives  to  their  members  for  any  course  they  may 
thuik.  proper  to  recommend.  That  observation  seemed  to  imply  that  im- 
proper motives  wfere  to  be  ascribed  to  his  hon.  friend,  who  haci  instituted 
the  business  under  couiideration.  Bat  he  could  confidently  appeal  to  the 
whole  of  his  hon.  friend'i  conduct,  from  the  beginning  of  theinvestio^ation, 
to  shew  that  no  such  motives,  nor  any  undue  leehng,  could  b-e.  attributed 
to  him.  He  was  sorry,  therefore,  that  any  hon.  member  should  have  gone 
so  much  out  of  his  way  to  impute  improper  motives  to  his  hon.  friend, 
when  it  was  so  obvious  that  he  must  have  been  actuated  by  motives  of  a 
fair,  open,  manly,  and  honourable  nature  only.  Jn  the  course  which  his 
hon.  friend  had  pursued,  he  had  been  guided  by  principles  of  the  purest 
patriotism,  by  an  upright  'desire  to  attempt  to  over^throw  those  abuses 
which  were  proved  to  have  existence.  There  was  another  observation  in 
the  speech  of  the  right  hon.  gentleman,  which,  though  not  equally  offen- 
sive with  that  he  had  alluded  to,  was  still  no  less  strange  and  unaccounta- 
ble. That  right  hon.  gentleman  had  said,  that  he  was  of  opinion  that  tl^Q 
result  of  the  present  business  would  be  injurious  rather  than  beneficial. 
Good  Heavens!  was  it  not  extraordinary,  when  abuses  were  proved  to 
exist,  when  the^  right  hon.  gentlemen  themselves  admitted  that  his  Royal 
Highness  had  formed  a  connection  which  made  him  liable,  under  the  fas- 
cinations of  his  mistress,  to  do  improper  thi;igs  (No!  no!  no!)  which 
was  in  itself  improper,  and  in  the  course  af  which  abuses  had  tak.en  place, 
that  such  a  person,  who  was  himself  an  advocate  of  reform,  should  have 
made  use  of  euch  expressions  ?  It  was  his  own  opinion,  that  if  any  thinfr, 
could  be  beneficial  to  the  country,  it  was  the  detection  of  abuses;  and 
if  the  House  would  pursue  itb  views,  and  prosecute  the  great  business  of 
detecting  abuses,  exposing  delinquencies,  and  punishing  olTenders,  where 
offenders  should  be  found  to  exist,  it  was  his  firm  conviction  that  this  pro* 
ceeding,  which  originated  with  his  hon-  friend  (Mr.  Wavdle),  for  with  him 
it  had  originated,  would  be  more  beneficial  to  this  country,  and  do  more 
to  defend  it  against  all  foreigo  foes,  than  any  thing  that  could  happen  in 
the  ovdiiaary  progress  of  its  atFairs, 
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But,  before  he  should  come  more  particularly  to  notice  the  learned  gen- 
tleman's statement,  he  had   an  observation  or  two  to   make   upon  a  topic 
which  had   been  adverted   to    by   the  right  hon.  gentleman  upon  the  floor. 
That  right  hon.  gentleman  had,  before  the   close  of  the  proceediiig,  the 
report  of  which  they  were   then    considering,  called   upon  several  general 
oflicers,  members  of  tlrat   House,  and   examined  them  touching  the  disci- 
pline and  state  of  the  army.     1  hal  state  of  the  army,  as  proved  in   the 
evidence  so  obtained,  the  right  hon.  gentleman  had  urged  as  a  defence  of 
the  Duke  of  York.     Admitting  the  state  of  the  army  to  be  such  as  was  re- 
prestnted,  and  of  his  own  knov^ledge,  he  did  not  know  whether  it  was  or 
was  not  so  ;  admitting  all  this,  however,  whether  the   army   was  or  was 
not  highly  disciplined,  had  nothing  to  da  with  the  question.     If  the  punish- 
ment of  the  Duke  of  York  was  the  matter  in  issue,  the  state  of  the  army 
might  be  urged  in  extenuiition;  but  it  had  nothing  whatever  to  do  with  the 
present  question.     This  point  he  did  not  therefore  propose  to  urge  further. 
Various  objections   had  been  started  by  the  right    hon.   gentlen>an   (the 
Chancellor  of  the   Exchequer)  m  his  able  speech,  which  were  purely  of  a 
technical  nature,  agwinst  the  address  moved  by  his  hon.  friend.     Amongst 
others,  he  had  stated  \\hat  had  been  stated  over  and   over  before,  that  as 
a  charge  of  corruption  had  been  preferred,  it  was  the  duty  of  the  House  to 
•come  to  some  direct  decision   upon  it,  and  that  they  were  bound  not  to 
flinch  from   that  duty.     Now,    with    regard  to   this  charge  of  corruption, 
and  the  idea  of  not  flinching  from  their  duty,  they  had   but    to  refer  to  - 
their  journals  and   records   to   ascertain   how   these   points  stood.     They 
would  then  have  to  oppose  record   to  record,  as  speech   was   opposed   to 
speech  ;  and  the  comparison  would   shew    the   precise  state  of  the  case. 
The  record  they  had   then  under  consideration,  was  the  report  of  the  pro- 
ceedings of  the  Committee   appointed   to   inquire  into  th^.  conduct  of  his 
Royal  Highness   the  Duke  of  York.     In    that  there    was  no  record  of  a 
charge  of  c^>iruption  against  the  Commander  in  Chief.     But  if  the  amend- 
ment  of    the  right  hon.  gentleman    (the  Chancellor   of  the  Exchequer,) 
should   be  agreed  to,  then  it  would  appear  upon  the  journals,  when  here- 
after they   might  be  referred  to,  that  a  charge  of  corruption  had  been  pre- 
ferred against  the  Duke  of  York  in  that  House,  but  that   the  House  had 
gone  out  of  the  inquiry  without  instituting  any  further  proceeding,  the 
charge  not  having  been  substantiated.     Another  objection  started  by  the 
right  hon.  gentleman  (the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer),  to  the  address  of 
his  hon.  friend  was,  that  it   did  not  go  the  whole  length  which    the  right 
bon.  gentleman  desired  ;  and  here  he  must  make  an  observation  upon  a 
remark  of  that  right  hon.  gentleman,  that  the  address  was  not  the  address 
of  his  hon.  friend,  but  the  production  of  those  who  had  cooler  heads-,  who 
thought  more,  but   who    wished    themselves  to  flinch   the  question.     At 
all  times  he  was  an  enemy  to  such  insinuations  ;  more  particularly  when 
they  were  obviously  unfounded.     He  did  not  know  to  whom  the  insinua- 
tion applied,  or  whom  the  right  hon.  gentleman   meant,  when  he  used  the 
words  cooler  heads,  and  applied  the  denomination  designing  men.     But  it 
was  futile  in   the  extreme    to  urge  such  objections.      Whoever  may  have 
,  drawn  up  the  address,  it    was   the  measure  of  his  hon.  friend,  and  it  was 
uniair,  unparliamentary,  and  approaching  to  disorder,  Avhei^  any  member 
proposed  any  measure,  to  say  that  it  was  not  his  measure.  There  was  much 
in  the  address  which  he  approved,  and  would  support,  even  though  it  did  not 
go  the  length  which  the  right  hon-  gentleman  wished,  or  which  even  he  would 
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himself  have  desired.  But  when  the  right  hon.  gentleman  found  fiydt  with 
the  address,  for  not  going  the  length  he  desired,  could  he  not  perceive  any 
motive  of  delicady,  willi  respect  to  the  rank  of  the  person  to  whom  it  re- 
ferred, for  not  stating  all  that  had  been  proved  upon  the  subject  ?  He 
thought  that  the  House  would  act  wisely,  as  he  was  convinced  his  hoD. 
friend  had  judiciously,  in  not  introducing  stronger  words  into  the  address, 
which  would  prove  only  the  effect  of  wounding  paternal  feeling,  and  dis- 
gracing a  personage,  but  a  few  steps  removed  from  the  throne.  Though 
the  address  may  not  have  gone  to  the  extent  of  the  facts  which  had  been 
proved,  he,  without  flinching  from  his  own  opinion,  must  approve  of  the 
delicacy,  that  stopped  short  of  the  extreme  limit  of  the  matters  in  proof. 

With  respect  to  the  charges,  not  on  the  record,  but  contained  in  the 
speeches,  which  had  been  made  during  the  business,  that  the  Commander 
in  Chief  had  been  guilty  of  corruptly  assisting  his  mistress,  by  allowing  her 
to  make  profit  by  using  her  influence  for  obtaining  military  promotion^  • 
and  2dly,  for  participating  in   such  profits  ;   these  charges,  in  his  opinion, 
were  fully  made  out.      But  the  chief  evidence  in  support  of  these  charges, 
was  derived  through  Mrs.  Clarke.     By  the  labours  of  the  right  hon.  gentle- 
men opposite,   Mrs.  Clarke,  whilst  they  w.ere  attempting  to  throw  discredit 
upon  her  testimony  with  the  House,  had  been  made  to  prove  every  part  of 
these  charges  most  fully.     Jt  had  been  said,   on  a  former  night,  that  per- 
sons, blinded   by   the  fascinations   of  Mrs.  Clarke,  could  not  be  impartial 
on  a  question  respecting  her  testimony.     He  knew  not  whether  the  impu- 
tation was  intended  for  him,  but  he  couli  confidently  state  that  he  was  ia- 
fiueuced  by   no.  bias  m  the  view    which  he  proposed   to   take  from  her 
evidence,  and  that  of  the  other  witnesses,  by  whose  testimony  it  had  beea 
corroborated.      A  learned  member    (Mr.   Burton),    ^vho   was  himself  a 
judge,  bad  on  a  former  nighc,  in  conimenting  upon  Mrs.  Clarke's  testi- 
mony, attacked  it  as  the  testimony  of  an  accomplice,  and  stated  that  it 
oui^ht  not  to  be   received,  unless   corroborated   by  the  evidence  of  other 
unimpeached  witnesses. 

Mr.  Burton  here  interposed,  as  he  said,  for  the  purpose  of  saving  the 
time  of  the  noble  lord  and  of  the  House,  by.  re-stating  what  he  had  said  on 
the  occasion  alluded  to.  He  did  not  think  he  had  said,  but  he  was  certaia 
he  did  not  mean  to  say,  that  an  accoiuplice  was  not  to  be  received  as  a 
witness,  but  not  to  be  believed  unless  corroboruted  by  other  unimpeached 
testimony.  An  accomplice  was*' a  witness,  competent,  but  not  credible, 
except  corroborated. 

Lord  Folkstone  resumed.     He  was  persuaded   tliat  there  was  but 
little  difference  in  the  distinction  of  the  learned  gentleman,  that  an  accom- 
plice was  to  be  received,  but  not  believed  as  a  witness.     He  would  read  to 
the  House,  not  what  he  could  take   upon  himself  to   say,  but  what  he 
understood  from  those   better  qualified    to  judge,  was  understood  to  be 
admitted  and  acknowledged  law  upon   this  subject,  and  he   should  tijen 
leave  it  to  the  House  to  judge   whether  there  was  any    thing   in  the  dis- 
tinction of  the  learned  gentleman.     The   authority  from  which  he  was  to 
quote,  was  the  fourth  book  of  Mr.  Leach's  Report  of  Crown  Law.    The 
case  to  which  he  "would  refer  was  that  of  Jimes  Martin  and  Thomas  Rob- 
.  bins,  who  had  been  tried 'for  highway  robbery  upon  the  simple  evidence  of 
an  accomplice.     The  robbery  had  been  committed  on  a  night  so  dark  as  to 
preclude  the  possibility  of  the  party  robbed  bein^  able  to  identify  the  rob- 
bers.    One  of  the  three  was  admitted  an  evidence,  and  the  other  two  were 
convicted  upon  his  testimony.    Jhe  case,  however,  was  reserved  by  Mr. 
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justice  teuFier,  and  the  decision  of  the   twelve  jadges   was  unanimoijst/ 
given,  "  that  nn  accomplice  alone  was  a  competent  wim^^ss,  and  if  the  jury, 
weighing  the  probabilities  of  the  case,   should  think  bnn  worthy  of  credit,' 
andconvict  ihe   accused  party,  that  such   conviciion  was  legal :   that   the. 
distinction  between  competence  and  credit   had  been  long  settled  {Hear  ! 
hear  \  hear  I)   that  if  any  quebtion  respecting  the  competence  of  a  wiiness 
arose,  the  judge  \va*j  to. deteriisine   it;   but  that   on   a  question   respecting 
credit,  it    was  to   be  left  io  the  jury   to   decide,  whether  the  wimeijs  was 
worthy  of  credit.'*     {Hearl   hear  \    hearl)      By    the  cheering   of  the    hon,   , 
gentlemen,  they  seemed  to  think  they  had  gained  some  advantage,  -buL  he 
was  ready   to  add,  wh  tt  would  shew,  that  he  had  no  wish  to  take  ad  van- 
tage of  them,  because  it  made  against  his  own  argument.     It  was  held, 
that  this  case  was  not  accurately  r(^ported.     It  slpuid  have  been  reported, 
•*   that  the  judge,   in  summing  up,  ought  to  warn  the  jury  against  believing 
such  witness,  but  if  they  should  give  him  credit,  and  convict,  that  such 
conviction   was  legah"     The  reason   why   he  quoted   this  case  was  not  to 
shew  that  the  teotimony  of  an  accomplice  was  not  to  be  weighed,   but  that 
it  was  not  corrtict  to  say,  that  the  testimony  of  an  accomplice  was  not  to 
be  considered,  unless   corroborated  by  other  testimony,     li^pon  this  ques- 
tion respecting  the  evidence  of  an  accomplice,   he  could  iuue  wished  that 
be  had    heard  something   from  his  learned  friend  (the  Solicitor-General). 
Some  time  ago,  when  that  learned  gf^ntlemfin  vvas  not  a  member  of  that 
House,  he  had  occasion  to  call  the  attention  of  the  House  to  the  case  oC  an 
attempt   to  tamper   with-  witnesses,  who   were   to   be  ex.unined  before  an 
Election  Committee,  as  a  breach  of  its  privileges.     The  House  might  re- 
collect what  a  figure  one  of  tiie  witnesses  made  wdien  brought  to   the   bar, 
and  his  learned  friend  could  speak  to  the  conviction  which  took  place  npon 
the  testimony  of  an  accomplice.     If  they  were  to  exclude  the  testimony' of 
accomplices,   they  would    exclude    all    testimony.     In   the  case  of  a  con* 
spiracy,  there  was  often  no  other  testimony  to  be  had  ;  and  if  the  evidence 
of  an  accomplice  was  to  be  cut  oflf,  there  could  be  no  testimony  produced 
in  a  variety  of  cases.     Suppose,  for  instance,  that  the    Duke  of  Vork  was 
guilty  of  all  the  charges  brought  against  him,  it  would  have  been  impossi- 
ble to  prove  that  without  admitting  the  testimony  of  accomplices. 

With  respect  to  the  testimony  of  iMrs.  Clarke,  it  had  been  urged  against 
it  that  her  motives  cast  a  cloud  upon  her  evidence,  and  that  therefore  she 
was  not  to  be  believed.     This   point  had  been  so  well  and  so  ably  argued 
'last  night  by  an  hon.  gentleman  (Mr.  Whitbread),  that  it  would  be  neces- 
sary for  him  but  briefly  to  refer  to  it.     From  the  evidence,  it  appeared   that 
Mrs.  Clarke  had  passed  four  or  five  days  at  Hampstead,   destroying  and 
burning  her  papers.     If  these  papers  had  not  been  burned,  they  would  in 
all  probability  be  now  printed,  and  on  the  table  of  that  House.     Here  he 
must  observe,'  upon   an  argument  which  had  been  used,  that  ifit  was  true 
as  had  been  charged,  that  Mrs.  Claike  had  supported  her  establishment  by 
employing  her  infiuence  with  the  Duke  of  York  in. procuring  military  pro- 
motions, as  ten  thousand  such   appointments  had  taken  place  whilst  she 
was  under  the  proitction  of  the  -Duke   of  York,  the    table  might  be  co- 
vered with  cases.     But  if  these  papers,  which  Mrs.  Clarke  had  destroyed^ 
had   been  preserved,  there  might   have   been   many   more  cases  brought 
forward.     Mrs.  Clarke  could   not  remember  all  that  had  passed  four  years 
ago,  and   so  far  fiom  thinking  it  surprising  that   so  few  cases  had  been 
brought  forward,  he  thought  it  wonderfiil  that  so  many  had  been^pto- 
duced,  nnd  so  well  made  cut. 

He 
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He  ^lioulfl  next  remark  upon  tb-  offensive  way  in  vvl}idi  the  mawner 
of  bringing  tiiis  business  forward  bad  been  observed  upon,  and  his  hon, 
tViond  reprpsrnted  as  the  agent  of  Mrs.  Clajke.  Those  who  h<>ld  such 
languMge  could  not  of  their  own  knowledge  know  any  thing  of  the  matter, 
and,  HI  his  opinion,  they  had  no  right  to  represent  the  case  as  thev  had 
done.  But  the  fact  was,  that  the  case  wa?  directly  the  reverse/  His 
hon.  friend  had  been  in  town  presenting  these  cases,  and  providing  the 
materials  ol  bringing  them  to  some  efi'ectual  issue  long  before  he  had 
kiiovvn  Mrs,  Chirkc  He  had  acted  upon  the  occasion,  in  an  open,  fair, 
inaiiiy,  and  patriotic  manner,  which  justly  entitled  him  to  the  thanks  of 
liuit  Hjusn:,  and  to  the  gratitude  of  the  country.  In  the  progress  of  his 
incjniries,  his  learned  friend  found  that  he  could  not  substantiate,  by 
proof,  the  cases  he  was  investigating,  until  he  could  find  Mrs  Clarke. 
The  iifJicultics  he  had  to  encounter  m  his  progress,  were  such  as  would 
have  det«r'rred  from  perseveriiyg  in  his  purpose  any  person  of  a  less  de- 
cisive chaiacter,  or  of  a  mind  not  so  courageous.  Some  time  elapsed 
before  Mrs.  Clarke  Cf)uld  be  found  :  whatt-ver  gentlemen  may  think, 
there  war  sonie  difficulty  in  finding  that  lady.  (J  laugh;  and  Hear  \  hearl) 
IJe  stated  what  was  rhe  fact.  (^Hcar  !  hear  !  hear  !)  What  he  knew  to 
be  the  fact.  {Hear  !  hear  !)  Mrs.  Clarke  was  his  hon.  friend's  witness. 
It  was  he  that  had  brought  her  to  their  bar.  It  was  to  support  his 
cliarges;  and  at  his  iiistigation  that  she  was  called  to  give  the  evidence 
vhich  she  had  done  at  the  bar  of  that  House.  He  knew  the  fact  to  be  so, 
and  had  no  motive  for  misrepresenting  it,  and  it  wag  therefore  with  sur- 
prise he  had  heard  it  stated,  or  insinu-ted  against  his  hon.  friend,  that  he 
was  the  agent  or  instrument  of  Mrs.  Clarke  in  this  business.  He  should 
here  fctate  by  the  way,  that  it  had  been  objected  against  Mrs.  Favery's 
evidence,  that  it  was  marked  by  forget  fulness.  Was  that  the  fViiling  of 
Mrs.  Clarke's  testimony  ?  He  could  appeal  to  the  recollection  of  the 
House,  whether  want  of  memory  had  been  the  defect  in  her  evidence,  or 
whether  she  had  not,  in  every  (;ase,  outrun  the  progress  of  "examination, 
and  detailed  circumstances  often  by  no  means  connected  with  the  imme- 
diate subject  of  inquiry  ?  A  great  part  of  the  matter  in  proof  had  coma 
out  as  it  were  by  accident,  in  her  various  examinations  ;  and,  however 
extraordinary  some  of  her  declarations  appeared  at  the  time,  they  had 
all  turiied  out  to  be  founded  in  fact.  Many  of  the  cases  had  b*: en  men- 
tioned by  her  when  she  had  every  reason  to  suppose  that  the  documents 
which  conid  substantiate  them,  had  been  destroyed  at  Hampstead. 
{Hear  !  hear  !)  Wiien  she  first  mentioned  Gen.  Clavering,  was  she  not 
disbelieved  ?  When  she  mention-ed  Dr.  O'Meara,  was  she  not  discredit- 
ed ?  Was  not  the  case  the  same  in  almost  every  other  instance,  and  _yet 
when  the  papers  were  produced,  had  she  not  been  found  correct  and  well 
founded  in  all  he''  statements  ?  It  was  therefore  not  a  defect  of  memory 
that  vvas  the  fault  ini  her  evidence.  She  did  forget  however,  and  did 
not  hesitate  to  startfe  it.  She  lorgot  Tonyn's  case,  and  even  after  she  had 
seen  the  examination  of  Sandon,  declared  that  she  did  not  remember 
more  than  slie  did  before.  If  she  had  been  engaged  in  a  conspiracy, 
could  she  not  have  staled  that  she  recollected  it;  could  she  not  have  said, 
after  having  passed  a  mghl  on  her  bed,  that  she  then  did  call  to  mind  the 
transaction  ?  She  had  said  the  same  of  the  note,  and  yet  when  it  was 
shewn  to  ht-r,  she  instantly  admitted  it  was  the  Duke's  writing,  and  that 
JSandon  nuist  have  stolen  it  Irom  her.  Had  they  not  seen  the  witness  Sandon 
at  their  bar;  did  they  not   bear  his  evidence,  and  were  they  not  aware  of 
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l)is  motives  for  concealing  this  note  ?  He  believed  him  capable  of  steal- 
ing the  note,  and  he  was  sure  the  House  could  not  beof  an\  other  opinion. 

He  had  iiere  an  observation  ta  make  upon  that  note,  which  iiad  bten  er-- 
roneousl^  called  a  mysterious  note,  but  which  he  most  solemn!)  belitved  to 
be  the  hand-wrilFng  of  the  Duke  of  York.  Ol  this  he  was  cqnvinced  from 
the  following  consideration.  The  vValer  mark  upcm  the  paper  was  dated 
3  803  ;  the  writing  was  in  an  obscure  manner;  it  was  addressed  to  a  feigned 
name;  the  termmaiion  uf  the  note  itself,  *' God  bless  you;"  and  a  blur 
which ,  appeared  towards  the  bottom  upon  it.  This  last  circumstance 
amounted  to  a  strong  internal  evidence  of  the  authenticity  of  her  note.  An 
hon.  member,  whom  he  did  not  see  in  his  place,  had  made  the  ingenious  re- 
mark upon  this  note,  that  if  any  person  had  intended  to  forge  it,  where  the 
writing  was  so  small  in  quantity,  he  would  rather  write  it  over  again  than 
retain  it  with  that  blur.  Then  there  was  the  testimony  of  C(^}.  Gordon/ 
Generals  Brownrigg  and  Hope,  and  of  the  learned  gentleman  (Mr.  Adam) 
all  of  whom  admitted  that  the  hand-writing  was  like  that  of  his  Royal 
Highness,  and  none  of  them  would  say  that  it  was  not  his  hand- writing.  Be- 
sides, all  the  clerks  of  the  Bank,  with  the  exception  of  one,  whose  peculiar 
business  it  was  to  ascertain  the  identity  of  signatures,  had  stated  it  to  be  the 
band-writing  of  the  Duke.  The  House,  in  admitting  the  latter  persons  to 
be  examined,  had,  in  his  opinion,  disgraced  itself.  He  was  sorry  such  te>ti« 
mony  had  been  received.  In  courts  of  law  it  was  admissible  to  prove  the 
sameness,  but  never  the  difference,  of  hand-wriiing.  He  should  be  sorry  to 
stake  his  character,  or  any  thing  he  valued,  on  the  proof  that  a  written  pa- 
per was  not  his  hand-writing.  >  ^ 

In  order  to  invalidate  she  testimony  of  INIrs.  Clarke,  the  right  ton,  gen- 
tleman, and  the  learned  gentleman  who  had  just  spoken,  had  adverted  lo 
some  contradictions  in  her  evidence.  The  learned  member  (Mr.  Burton) 
had  slated  on  a  former  night  that  these  contradictions  were  not  fewer  than 
21  in  number;  but  he  had  particularized  only  one.  He  was,  therefore,  left 
lo  consider  those  imputed  contradictions  which  had  been  observed  upon  by- 
others.  The  first  contradiction  was  that  in  which  her  testimony  is  supposed 
to  be  contradicted  by  that  of  Mr.  Knight,  about  the  injunctions  to  secrecy 
from  tife  Duke  of  York.  But  the  iran-action  cccurred  tour  years  ago,  and 
it  was  niitural  to  think  that  she  would  be  anxioLis  not  to  make  any  incautious 
e^iposure  of  her  practices,  lest  they  should  be  put  a  stop.  to.  As  to  the  con- 
tradiciion,  in  a  more  recent  instance,  the  nolde.  lord  proved,  from  a  reference 
to  the  mmutes,  that  the  appearance  of  contradiction  might  have  arisen  from 
misconception.  I'he  noble  lord  then  proceeded  to  take  a  view  of  the  other 
contradictions  said  to  exist,  and  by  ingenious  comment  and  clear  elucidation, 
endeavoured  to  shew,  that  there  really  existed  no  contradiction  at  ail.  He 
then  proceedell  to  comment  on  otlier  parts  of  the  evidence.  It  had  been  ar- 
gued, liiat  because  Miss  Taylor  did  recollect  precisely  the  phrase  that  had 
been  made  use  of",  that  therefore  she  ought  not  to  be  believed.  She  never 
bad  seen  Colonel  French  ;  and  it  nsust  be  allowed,  that  the  expression,  if 
used,  was  a  very  remarkable  one,  and  iikely  lo  be  remembered.  If  she  had 
visited  Mrs.  Clarke,  it  would  be  recollected  that  she  was  a  relation  of  her's ; 
and  vvas  Miss  Tayior  to  be  held  up  to  the  country  as  a  liar,  who  was  totally 
unworthy  of  credit,  lor  no  other  reason  but  that  her  bn4her  had  married 
Mis.  Clarke's  sister?  Th'j  examination  had  already  proved  of  the  most  se- 
rious consequence  to  M:;.s  Taylor;  and  it  was  hard,  that  she  should  be  set 
down  as  altogether  unworthY  of  belief,  merely  because  she  was  connected 
with  Mrs.  Clarke,  and  theretore  associated  with  her.  It  must  occur  to  the 
hon.  gentlemen  on  the  odier  .side  of  the  House,  that  there  were  numerous  in- 
stances among  the  higher  orders  in  life,  where  not  only  men,  but  women  of 
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character,  did  ai?80clafe  with  female';,  whose  characters  were  very  doiibt-fuf, 
and  periiaps  very  little  better  than  that  of  Mrs  Clarke.  Now,  there  ought 
to  be  something  of  equal  justice  among  the  different  orders  of  society,  and 
that  equal  justice  would  not  be  done,  if  Miss  Taylor  was  to  be  discredited, 
because  she  did  not  belong  to  the  higher  class  of  society,  and  because  her 
parents  \ve>e  poor.  The  examination  of  Miss  Taylor  had  been  conducted 
in  such  a  way  (he  did  not  mean  to  throw  blame  upon  any  body  for  il)  that  it 
had  produced  her  ab>;olute  ruin.  Her  father  was  a  ruined  man,  htjr  mother 
in  jail  for  debt,  aiid  she,  a  virtuous  young  girl  {A  laugh  from  the  Ministerial 
Benches) — he  should  repeat,  a  virtuous  young  girl  (and  however  the  genik;- 
men  on  the  other  side  of  the  House  might  laugh  at  the  term,  he  would  say 
there  was  nothing  in  the  evidence,  nothing  in  the  deportment  of  Mi^?  Taylor 
at  the  bar,  which  justified  them  in  their  merriment,  or  at  all  contradicted  the 
justice  of  the  term  as  applied  to  her)— he  would  repeat,  this  virtuous  young 
girl,  when  her  family  was  in  such  distress,  took  a  boarding  school  for  the 
support  of  herself  and  her  younger  sister.  She  had  a  dozen  pupils  before 
she  was  summoned  lo  attend  that  House  as  a  witness;  and  in  consequence 
of  the  answers  which  had  been  extorted  from  her  in  the  course  of  her  exami- 
nation, nine  of  them  had  been  withdrawn.  Her  creditors  soon  found  out  her 
misfortunes,  and  no  time  was  lost  in  laying  an  execution  on  her  goods ;  her 
furniture  had  been  all  seized,  the  carpets  torn  off  the  floors,  and  she  herself 
obliged  to  seek  ah  asylum  in  a  friend's  house.  And  yet,  althcugh  such  dis- 
tress and  ruin  had  been  occasioned  in  her  little  establishment,  it  appeared 
that  all  the  debts  which  she  owed  in  the  world  amounted  only  to  about  120/. 
He  did  not  mean  to  impute  any  intentional  harshness  in  the  cross-examina- 
tion, either  to  his  right  hon.  friend  (the  Solicitor-General)  nor  to  the  right 
hon.  gentleman  opposite  (the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,)  without  having 
any  personal  acquaintance  with  that  right  hon.  gentleman,  he  was  perfectly 
convinced,  that  he  would  be  one  of  the  last  men  in  the  House  to  be  guilty  of 
such  a  harshness  intentionally  {hear,  hear.)  He  did  not  mean  to  say,  that 
such  a  course  of  examination  might  not  have  been  necessary,  and  he  was 
sure  that  the  right  hon.  gentleman  would  not  have  resorted  to  it,  if  he  had 
not  thought  it  necessary  ;  but  he  could  not  give  the  same  measure  of  praise 
to  others.  If  there  was  in  that  House  a  member  who  had  gone  about  in  all 
directions  to  find  out  evidence  to  irapeach  Miss  Taylor— if  having  every  pre- 
vious opportunity  of  examining  in  private  the  witnesses  he  meant  to  bring 
forward,  he  yet  chose  to  bring  forward  at  random  those  charges  against  her 
which  made  a  cross-examination  necessary,  which  was  so  useless  to  the  main 
point  .at  issue,  but  so  painful  to  the  feelings  of  the  witness,  he  would  say, 
that  to  the  want  of  care  and  want  of  candour  of  that  hon.  member,  this  cru- 
elty was  to  be  imputed.  If  Miss  Taylor  is  not  now  to  be  considered  a  cre- 
dible witness,  she  must  be  considered  in  the  same  light  on  every  other  occa- 
sion, as  the  same  reason  must  always  subsist,  namely,  that  her  parents  were 
poor,  and  that  Mrs.  Clarke  was  her  sister-in-law.  As  to  the  contradiction!? 
of  witnesses  at  the  bar,  he  really  vvas  not  surprised  if  Mrs.  Clarke  had 
iallen  into  some  contradictions ;  but  he  was  really  surprised  that  she  had  not 
fallen  into  more.  When  a  woman  was  placed  at  the  bar,  surrounded  by 
gentlemen  whom  she  had  never  seen  before,  examined  in  an  irregular  man- 
ner, and  for  such  a  length  of  lime  that  she  was  ready  to  drop  fiom  fatigue, 
it  was  really  wonderful  that  she  had  tallen  into  so  few  contradictions.  He 
must  claim  the  indulgence  of  the  House  in  expressing  an  opinion  very  dif- 
ferent from  what  had  been  generally  given  with  respect  to  the  evideuce  of 
Colonel  Gordon. 
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Most  gentlemen  who  had  spoken,  appeared  to  admire  his  wonderful 
memory  and  accuracy  of  statement.  He  considered  his  statement  in  a 
very  different  hght.  In  the  first  place,  he  thought  that  Colonel  Gor- 
don, when  at  the  bar,  exhibited  a  flippancy,  a  superiority  of  manner, 
and  a  dictatorial  way  of  giving  opinions  to  the  House,  which  was  by- 
no  means  proper  for  a  witness  at  their  bar.  He  could  have  hardly  as- 
sumed a  more  dictatorial  manner  if  he  had  really  been  Commander 
in  Chief,  as  his  evidence  went  near  to  establish.  It  had  been  imputed 
to  Mr.  Dowler  as  a  great  fault,  not  that  he  stated  vvhat  was  false,  but 
that  he  concealed  the  truth.  Now  it  appeared  to  him,  that  this 
charp-e  seemed  to  apply  more  strongly  to  the  testimony  ot  Col(;nel 
Gordon.  On  the  first  day  he  was  .examined,  he  did  not  say  a  word 
about  the  pencil  marks  which  had  been  written  on  the  official  docu- 
ment respecting  the  exchange  of  Colonels  Knight  and  Brook.  This 
most  important  fact  was  only  discovered  accidentally,  when  he  was 
ordered  several  nights  after  to  produce  other  documents.  Colonel  Gor- 
don, at  theeaily  part  of  his  examination,  declared  that  it  was  an  invariable 
rule  that  inferior  officers  could  never  rise  above  their  superiors  in  the 
same  regimenr.  It  afterwards,  however,  turned  out  that  this  invariable 
rule  had  been  oftentimes  broken.  Colonel  Gordon  had  said  that  he 
nevei  knew  an  instance  of  a  person  being  promoted  to  the  rank  of 
captain  without  service,  and  when  he  was  examined  on  the  charge  re- 
specting Captain  Maling,  this  evidence  appeared  most  conclusive.  The 
charge  appeared  to  have  so  completely  failed  in  the  proof,  that  his  right 
hon.  friend  wished  to  withdraw.  (No^  no!  however  resounded  from 
the  other  side  of  the  House.)  The  friends  of  his  Royal  Highness  tri- 
umphantly state,  that  this  charge  having  been  once  brought,  must  be 
disposed  of.  It  happened  that  a  question  or  two  more  put  to  Colonel 
Gordon,  proved  that  there  was  another  Captain  Maling,  who  had  been 
raised  to  that  rank  without  seeing  any  service,  and  with  whom  Colo- 
nel Gordon  was  intimately  acquainted,  on  meeting  him  every  day  in 
his  office:  and  with  respect  to  whom  the  charge  did  apply.  The  mis- 
take which  his  hon.  friend  had  made,  was  only  about  Christian  names, 
and  yet  Colonel  Gordon  never  chose  to  say  any  thing  about  the  other 
Capt.  Maling,  to  whom  he  knew  the  charge  did  apply,  without  a  direct 
question  was  accidentally  put  to  him,  which  he  was  of  course  obliged 
to  answer.  Did  not  this  conduct  in  Colonel  Gordon  look  like  a  wil- 
ful suppression  of  facts  most  important  in  the  case?  Colonel  Gordon 
had  also  represented  at  first,  that  it  was  impossible  that  the  Duke  of 
York  could  expedite  the  exchange;  and  that  every  attempt  of  that  sort 
most  be  extremely  futile,  and  would  not  expedite  It  one  half  minute. 
From  the  evidence,  the  natural  impression  would  be,  that  the  Duke 
could  not  have  interfered,  as  his  interference  would  have  been  futile; 
and  yet,  afterwards,  this  word  futility  was  explained  away,  and  -made 
only  to  apply  to  the  days  for  laying  military  papers  before  his  Majesty, 
He  found  himself  also  obliged  to  make  some  observations  (he  hoped 
it  would  be  without  offence,)  on  some  contradictions  in  the  testimony 
of  an  hon.  member  (Mr.  Adam.)  In  the  first  place,  that  honourable 
gentleman  had  stated,  "  that  he  was  for  a  long  time  perfectly  acquaint- 
ed with  the  pecuniary  iransac-tions  of  his  Royal  Highness,  who  stated 
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to  him  all  his  embarrassments  with  the  greatest  accuracy ;  and  he  could 
take  it  upon  himselt  to  say,  that  Mrs.  Claike's  account  of- loans  nego- 
ciated  for  the  Duke  of  York  was  untrue."     Afterwards  it  appeared  by 
his  own  evidence,  that  he  only  knew  a  part  of  the  Duke's  pecuniary 
arrangements  ;  and  it  had  been  proved  by  Mr.  Comiie,  that  Mr.  Adam 
himself  did  know  of  a  neguciation  for  a  loan  for  10,000/.  afterwards 
it  appeared  by  the  evidence  of  written  documents,  that  he  did  know  of, 
and  was  applied  to  by  Kennett,  who  proposed  to  negociate  a  loan  for 
the  Duke  of  no  less  than  70,000/.  to  be  secured  by  annuity.     There 
appeared  another  very  great  contradiction  in  the  evidence  of  Mr.  Adam. 
He  had  stated  that  he  recollected,  from  the  investigation  thai  he  had  set 
on  foot,  that  the   cause  of  separation,   between    the  Duke  and  Mrs. 
Clarke,  was  something  about  a  bill  and  goods  delivered.    In  this  he  ap-. 
peared  to  be  contradicted  by  the  men  who  conducted  the  investigation, 
as  neither  Mr.  Lowten  or  Mr.  Wilkinson  confirmed  this  statement. 
The  hon.  member  also  asserted   on  the  part  of  his   Royal  Highness, 
that  the  Duke  had  assured  him  that  he  seldom,  or  he  might  say  never, 
permitted  Mrs.  Clarke  to  speak  to  him  about  military  matters.     That 
assertion,  however,  had  been  most  completely  disproved  by  the  Duke's 
letters.     Now,  when  it  was  shewn  that  both  Colonel  Gordon  and  Mr. 
Adam  had  fallen  into  those  inconsistencies  in  their  evidence;   when  it 
was  recollected  that  those  gentlemen  had  been  examined  with  all  the 
tenderness  and  respect  due  to  their  rank  in  life,  and  that  Mrs.  Clarkcj 
on  the  contrary,  had  been  examined  in  a  hostile  way,  and  for  a  much 
greater  length  of  time  ;  it  would  not  be  surprising  that  she  should  have 
fallen  into  some  contradictions  on  lesser  points,  when  those  genilcmen 
had  fallen  into  contradictions  on  essential  points.     It  would  be  recol- 
lected that  Mrs.  Clarke  had  been  exaiuined  eight  titnes,  for  near  three 
hours  at  a  time  ;  that  she  experienced  no  favour  ;  but,  on  the  contrary, 
was  examined  on  every  subject  which  it  would  be  most  painful  for  her 
to  ansv;er  on  ;  and  sotne  of  those  confailictions,  wliich   had  been   re- 
lied on,  had  come  out  at  the  end  of  such  a  long  and  hariassing  exami- 
nation, that  contradictions  might  naturally  be  expected.     Considering 
all  the  unfavourabl(»circumsrances  under  which  she  was  examined,  he 
really  thought   that  she  was  as  good  and  credible  a  witness  as  ever  at- 
tended at  the  bar  of  that  House.     When  the  twelve  judges  of  tile  land 
had  laid  it  down,  that  an  accomplice,  if  considered  a  credible  witness, 
was  sufficient  to  prove  a  case,  even  where  the  life  of  a  subject  was  at 
stake,  he  should  say,  that  believing  Mrs.  Clarke  to  be,    in  every  res- 
pect, a  credible  witness,  it  was  his  firm  opinion,  that,  by  every  prin- 
ciple of  law  and  reason,  the  Duke  should  be  considered  guilty  ot  the 
greatest   corruption — that  the  case  did    not  rest  on  the   testimony  of 
JVIrs.  Clarke  alone,  for  never  was  the  evidence  of  any  accomplice  move 
fully  corroborated.     The  first   strong  circumstance  of  corroboration 
was,  the   expence  of  the  establishment  in  Gloucester-plate.      He  was 
surprised,  that  the  learned  and  hon.  gentleman,  who  had  preceded  him 
(Mr,  Leach),  had  travelled  out   of  the  record,  and  argued  upon  things 
jiDerely  asserted,  as  if  they  had  been  proved.     What  sort  of  astory  was 
that  which  had  been   told  about  the  Duke's  manner  of  drawing  on  his 
hankers  }     If  the  Duke  wanted  200/.  and  meant  to  give  100/.  to  Mrs. 
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Clarke,  is  it  credible  that  lie  wouUlliave  taken  the  trouble  to  diavv  two 
drafts  instead  of  one  ?  If  Mrs.  Clarke  had  the  sums  she  had  received, 
it  would  not  be  wonderful,  as  she  was  known  to  be  a  thoughtless  wo- 
man, of  dissipated  and  expensive  habits.  Mi's.  Clarke,  however,  did 
not  forget,  but  stated  particulars,  which  could  not  be  contradicted.  She 
had  said,  that  in  her  establishment  in  Gloucester- place,  she  kept  six  or 
eight  horses,  two  carriages,  eight  or  nine  men-servants,  man-cook, 
&r:  ;  that  she  entertained  expensively,  gave  champagne,  and  lived  in 
the  hifrhest  stile  in  town  ;  and  that  she  had  besides  a  country-house, 
•where  two  or  three  servants  were  always  kept.  Now,  whether  the 
Duke  allowed  her  one  thousand  a-year,  or  two  thousand,  it  was  evi- 
dently insufficient  to  support  such  an  establishment.  It  appeared  to 
him  that  less  than  10,000/.  a-year  would  not  have  done'it.  He  was 
sure  that  he  could  not  keep  up  such  appointments  under  10,000/.  a- 
year,  fcut  he  sliould  suppose  that  such  a  thoughtless  woman  as  her 
•would  have  expended  above  double  that  sum.  That  the  Duke  did  not 
allow  ner  money  sufficient  to  support  this  establishment,  v^^as  a  thing 
that  was  highly  probable,  when  it  was  considered  that  the  Duke  was 
at  that  time  a  most  distressed  man,  iis  she  -had  represented  him  to  be. 
The  loan  that  he  was  negnciaiing  with  Kennett,  at  that  precise  time, 
shewed  that  he  was  a  very  distressed  man.  It  appeared  that  in  conse- 
quence of  this  negociation  about  a  loan,  Kcnnetl  was  recommended  by 
the  Djk«f  of  York  to  a  high  situation  ;  and  it  was  contrived  that  Sir 
Horace  Mann  should  be  applied  to  to  support  this  recommendation,  in 
order  to  make  it  appear  more  regular.  This  Kennett  was  known  at 
the  time  to  be  a  man  of  the  worst  character,  and  afterwards  stood 
in  the  pillory.  Now  if  Kennett,  instead  of  applying  for  himself,  had 
happened  to  have  had  a  son  a  captain,  whom  he  wished  to  be  pro- 
moted to  a  majority,  could  any  body  doubt  but  that  it  would  have  been 
done  for  the  corrupt  consideration  of  the  loan  that  was  to  be  negoci- 
ated  ?  Who  would  then  believe  that,  being  ready  to  recommend  Ken- 
nett, or  any  body  who  woufd  negociate  loans  for  him,  being  distressed 
as  he  had  been  proved  to  be,  having  a  woman  whom  he  loved  so  pas-» 
sionately,  and  whose  wishes  h.e  was  so  unable  to  gratify  (a  laiigh)^hQ 
could  have  refused  to  allow  her  to  receive  some  money  for  hjcr  interfer- 
ence in  the  disposal  of  a  few  commissions  ? 

Before  he  concluded,  he  could  not  avoid  paying  his  tribute  of  admi- 
ration to  the  firmness  which  had  been  displayed  by  his  honourable  friend 
(Colonel  Wardle),  in  bringing  forward  these  charges,  and  in  the  in- 
vestigation which  had  so  long  occupied  the  attention  of  the  House. 
Hp  had  to  struggle  against  the  authority  and  influence  of  the  Duke  of 
York  in  the  plenitude  of  his  power,  and  at  the  head  of  an  army  more 
extensive,  and  regulated  in  a  more  arbitrary  manner  than  at  any  former 
period.  He  had  to  contend  against  Ministers,  who  took  upon  them- 
selves (he  would  not  say  improperly)  the  situation  of  advocates  for  his 
Poyal  Highness,  rather  than  his  judges.  He  had  been  impeded  in  his 
investigation  by  unwilling  witnesses,  from  whom  it  was  almost  im- 
possible to  extract  the  truth.  After  his  hon.  friend  had  first  brought 
foiward  his  charges,  he  could  not  avoid  hearing  his  expulsion  rumour- 
fd  ;  and  yet,  notwithstanding  all  thqse  obstaclej?  and  difficulties,  he  had 
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come  forward  manfully  to  his  case,  and  had  proved  It,  as  he  conceived, 
to  the  perfect  satisfaction  of  every  unprejuced  man.  It  was  to  be  re- 
collected also  that  a  threat  of  infamy  had  been  thrown  out  against  him 
by  aright  hon.  secretary  (Mr.  Canning)  in  the  most  offensive  manner. 
That  right  honourable  gentleman  well  knew  how  to  assume  the  most 
offensive  manner.  [J  cry  of  order;  and  the  Speaker  reminded  the 
noble  lord  that  such  expressions  wtXQ  too  personal.]  He  would  say 
that  he  did  not  belteve  that  the  right  hon.  Secretary  meant  to  apply  tliis 
term  to  that  conspiracy  which  had  been  talked  of,  (as  his  meaning  was 
endeavoured  to  be  explained  away  by  some  of  his  friends,)  but  that  he 
did  mean  wh^t  he  said,  that  infamy  was  to  attach  either  to  the  accused 
or  to  the  accuser,  and  he  had  repeated  the  word  accuser  every  time  he 
had  opened  his  mouth  since.     The  evidence  was  now  over,  and   his 

•horl.  friend  had'  not  only  proved  his  charges,  but  had  proved  a  great 
deal  mere  than  he  had  stated,  and  yet  the  right  hon.  Secretary  had  not 
yet  had  the  civility  to  retract  that  expression.     If  then  the  right  hon. 
gentleman  should  not  express  by  his  vote  that  the  infamy  attached  to 
the  person  accused,  and  did  not  withdraw  the  expression  with  respect 
to  the  accuser,'  he  thought  that   if  infafny   must  attach  somewhere,   it 
should  remain  with  him  who  had  used  the  expression.     This  threat 
appeared  to  be  thrown  out  with  no  other  view  than  to  damp  the  zeal 
and  exertions  of  his  hon.  friend.     Another  right  hon.  gentleman  (Mr, 
Yorke),  who  at  first  talked  of  a  Jacobin's  conspiracy,   had  the  manli- 
ness to  disavow  ::ny  intention  of  applying  the  term  in  any  degree  to  his 
honourable  friend.     This  was  a  degree  of  manliness  which  he  hardly 
expected  to  meet  from  the  right  hon.   Secretary.     Whatever  might, 
however,  be  the  opinion  of  that  right  hon.  gentleman,  he  was  sure,  in 
the  opinion  of  the  public,    honour,  instead  of  infamy,  would  attach  to 
the  conduct  of  his  hon.  friend.     Wherever  he  went,  he  would  be  ac- 
companied by  the  love  and  gratitude   of  his  fellow-countrymen,  and 
by  their  admiration  for  that  matchless  and  persevering  resolution  with 
which  he  had  been  enabled  to  surmount  so  many  and  such  great  obsta* 
cles.     Publicity  was  what  the  friends  of  his   Royal  Highness  affected 
to  court:  the  publicity  that  they  had  demanded  had  been  obtained.  He 
thought  it  ill  became  them  now  to  complain  of  the  public  mind  being 
led  astray,  by  misrepresentations  in  newspapers.  He  did  not  know  what 
misrepresentations    were  alluded  to  ;    but,  for  his  part,  he  was  quite 
astonished  at  the  accuracy  with  which  he  saw  those  things  detailed. 

Before  he  sat  down,  he  could  not  avoid  saying,  that  the  Flouse  had 
now  an  opportunity  of  retrieving,  what  he  believed  they  had  lost  in  pub- 
lic opinion.  He  could  recommend  to  them  nothing  better  than  tore- 
collect  that  prayer  which  was  always  said  before  the  House  enrered 
upon  the  bpsiness,  imploring  the  Lord  '^  to  enable  them  to  lay  aside 
all  privare  interests,  prejudices,  and  partial  affections."     If  they  did 

'  so,  and  came  to  the  vote  as  Judges,  and  not  advocates,  he  had  little 
doubt  of  the  result.  His  feeiing:  was  for  a  resolution  much  stronger 
than  what  was  proposed;  he  should  however  give  his  vote  most  sin- 
cerely in  favour  of  the  Resolution,  which  had  been  pjoposed  by  his  hou, 
frientl  (Colonel  VV'aidle). 

Mr,  YoiiKE  and  Loi^X)  Folkstone  explained. 
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,  Mr.  Adam  vindicated  the  evidence  which  he  had  given  before  the 
Committee,  from  the  reflections  that  had  been  thrown  upon  him  by 
the  noble  lord  who  had  just   sat    down.     He  had  passed  a  long   hfe, 
he  trusted,  with  honour  and  integrity.     He  had  commenced  his  pubhc 
career  before  the  noble  lord  was  born.       He  had  the  honour  to  sit  in 
Parliament  as  the  representative  of  a  respectable  county,  and  he  hoped 
that  no  part  of  his  political  conduct  was  liable  to  any  imputation  of  in- 
correc[ness.     It  was  natural  for  him.,  therefore,  after  the  observations 
v/hicii   had  fallen  from  the  noble  lord,  directed  against  his  testimony, 
that  he  should  wish  to  set  himself  right  in  the  opinion  of  the  House  and 
of  the  country,  and  he  trusted  that  he  would  be  able   to  satisfy  every 
member  of  the   House  of  Commons,  not   even  excepting  the  noble 
lord  himself,  that  the  evidence  which   he    had   given    was  not  only 
true,  but  that  it  was  strictly  consistent  with  itself,  and  with  the  whole 
lenor  of  his  life.     Here  the  hon.and  learned  gentleman  referred  to  the 
printed  evidence,  and  shewed  that   his  testimony  respecting  the  finan- 
cial concerns  of  the  Duke  of  York  (the  part  which  he  took  in  which  he 
had  distinctly  stated  to  be  confined  to   that   proportion  of  his  Royal 
Highness's  income,  which  was  appropriated  to  the  liquidation  of  his 
debts),  \vas  not  only  consistent  with  the  evidence  of  Mr.  Comrie,  but 
was  conFjmed  by  it.     He  proved  that   the  evidence  which   he  had 
given  respecting  the  cause  of  the  separation  between  his  Royal  High- 
ness and  Mrs.  Clarke,  was  quite  consonant  with  the  testimony  of  Mr. 
Lowten,  and  the  paper  delivered  by  him  to  the  Duke,  containing  the 
result  of  an  investigation  instituted  by  him  into  Mrs.  Clarke's  conduct, 
that  his  representation  of  what  had  passed  relative  to  the  communica- 
tion  from  Sandon   to  Colonel  Hamilton  was  perfectly  accurate,  and 
that  his  answer  in  answering  the  question,  whether  the  Duke  of  York 
had  ever  communicated  with  Mrs.  Clarke  upon   military  .matters,  lie 
bad  been  particulaily  guarded,  by  stating  to  the  House  wliat   was  his 
impression  of  the  fact.     Mr.  Adam  next  adverted  to  the  pain  which 
some  remarks  which  had  been  made  in  a  weekly  publication  upon  his 
son's  promotion  in  the  army  had  occasioned  him,  and  regretted  that  he 
had   nor  it  in  his  power   to   shew   to  the   House,   that  the  imputation 
founded  upon  what  had  been  represented  as  a  scandalous  circumstance, 
"  that  the  backs  of  a  thousand  Uien  should  be  submitted  to  a  youth  who 
had  not  yet  attained  the  age  of  twenty-one,"  so  far  from  being  a  justi- 
fied fact,  was  most  illiberal  and  unfair,  and  that  there  was  not  a  bat- 
talion in  his  Majesty's  service  in   which   fewer  corporal   punishments 
were  inflicted,  or  in  which  better  milirary  regulations  were  established. 
Having  made  these  few  prefatory  observations,  which   he  trusted  the 
House  would  excuse,  he  should  not  trouble  them   farther   with  any 
thing  relative  to  liimself,  butsliould  proceed  to  state  the  grounds  upon 
which  he  should  give  ins  vote  upon  the  important  question  which  had 
so  long  engaged  their  attention.      He  never  could  forget  when  called 
upon  to  act  in  a  judicial  capacity,  the  admirable  maxim  of  Lord  Racon, 
that  in  all  cases  of  this  nature  "'Persons  who  were  called  upon  to  set 
as  judges,  ought  not  to   contend  for  prizes  by  displays   of  wit  ;   but, 
that  they  ought  to  carry  tht^  lanthern  of  justice  (which  is  the  evidence) 
straight  before  them  to  light  ibemi  »,o  a  just  conclusion."     The  ques- 
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fion  now  before  ihe  House  was,  whether  they  ought  to  come  to  a 
resolution  upon  the  merits  of  the  case  before  they  voted  an  address. 
He,  for  one,  was  decidedly  of  opinion,  that  they  ought  to  come  to  a 
resolution,  because  it  would  not  embarrass  them  in  adopting  any  after 
proceedings,  and  because  in  acting  upon  a  clear  conviction,  either  of 
the  cTuilt  or  innocence  of  the  Commander  in  Chief,  they  would  be 
enabled  to  shape  the  address  in  conformity  with  that  conviction.  In 
forming  this  resolution  they  would  be  guided  by  the  evidence:  he 
should  therefore  state  the  impression  which  this  evidence  had  left  upon 
his  mind.  In  the  first  place,  in  order  duly  to  estimate  its  weight,  it 
was  absolutely  necessary  to  attend  to  the  plan  upon  which  Mrs.  Claike 
acted  in  her  system  of  commission-broking.  The  strictest  injunctions 
of  secresy  were  given  to  all  her  agents,  as  had  been  proved  by  Mr. 
Knight,  Donovan,  Sandon  and  others,  to  whom  she  uniformly  ex- 
Jpressed  a  wish  that  the  transactions  which  passed  between  them  should 
be  carefully  concealed,  and  that  all  her  letters  should  be  burned, 
whereas  in  that  House  she  had  represented  herself  as  acting  with  the 
greatest  openness,  and  affixing  her  lists  and  applications  in  such  places 
as  must  have  exposed  them  to  th^e  notice  of  all  the  servants  in  her 
house.  This  circumstance  then  ought  to  be  kept  in  vievv*  as  a  general 
clue  to  her  testimony.  The  general  plan  of  the  accusation  was,  that 
her  testimony  was  brought  forward  as  the  ground  work  of  each  dis-. 
tinct  charge,  for  the  purpose  of  proving  not  only  interference,  but  cor- 
rupt interference,  and  this  testimony  it  was  endeavoured  to  establish 
by  confirmatory  circumstances.  The  weight  of  these  confirmatory 
circumstances  upon  the  different  charges  of  Knight's  exchange, 
French's  levy,  and  Tonyn's  promotion,  the  hon.  and  learned  gentle- 
man endeavoured  to  invalidate.  Upon  the  first  of  these  three  charges 
the  confirmatory  evidence  was  founded  upon  the  change  of  the  note. 
Mrs.  Clarke  had  at  first  asserted  that  the  note  was  changed  by  a  servant 
of  the  Duke  of  York,  but  she  had  afterwards  stated  it  to  have  been 
changed  by  Pelrson,  her  own  butler,  at  his  Royal  Highness's  desire, 
at  his  wine  merchant's.  By  the  evidence,  however,  of  Peirson,  the 
note  was  said  to  have  been  changed,  not  at  the  Duke's  wine  merchant, 
but  at  a  confectioner's  in  Bond  Street,  and  when  the  confectioner  was 
called,  it  turned  out  that  no  such  note  had  been  changed.  The  con- 
firmatory evidence  upon  the  fiist  charge  was  thus  entirely  done  away, 
and  when,  as  was  the  case,  it  was  found  that  all  the  oificial  documents 
relative  to  the  exchange,  were  perfectly  in  order,  there  was  every 
reason  to  presume  that  for  this  part  of  the  accusation  there  was  not  any 
ground  whatever,  farther  than  the  mere  affirmation  of  Mrs.  Clarke, 
who  stood  in  the  character  of  accuser.  Upon  the  charges  connected 
with  Colonel  French's  Levy,  there  were  two  confirmatory  circum- 
stances—first, jvhat  regards  the  plate,  and  the  second  respecting  the 
dissolution  ef  the  corps.  He  begged  the  House  to  remark,  that  there 
was  no  evidence  before  them  to  shew  that  the  Duke  of  York  had  anv 
reason  to  suppose  that  the  oool.  which  Mrs.  Clarke  had  paid  on  ac- 
count to  Birkett  was  derived  from  any  improper  source,  or  that  he  was 
acquainted  with  the  circumstance  of  its  having  once  belonged  to  the 
Didke  de  Berri.     And  as  fo  the  dissolution  of  the  corpSj  he  coukl  not 
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concefve  any  thing  which  could  have  redounded  more  to  the  credit  of 
the  Commander  in  Cliief  than  either  the  measure  itself,  or  the  time 
and  manner  in  which  it  was  carried  into  effect.     Upon  the  evidence  of 
Miss  Taylor,  as  Connected  with  this  charge,  Mr.  Adam  went  into  an 
ingenious  discussion  of  the  value  of  verbal  testimony,  in  which  he 
quoted  the  authority  of  Judge  Blackstone,  and  Mr.  Justice  Foster,  for 
the  purpose  of  shewing  how  liable  this  species  oFevidence  is  at  all  times 
to  misconstruction  and  misrepresentation,  so  that  a  witness  who  even 
wished  and  meant  to  speak  the  truth,  might  often  himself  be  misled  and 
lead  others  into  error.     Without,  therefore,  reflecting  at  all  upon  the 
character  or  veracity  of  Miss  Taylor,  he  dfd  not  think  that  her  report 
of  an  expression  which  she  said  she  had  heard  at  such  a  distance  of  time 
fall  from  the  Duke  of  York,  ought  to  be  taken  as  evidence  sufficient 
to  substantiate  tlie  charge,  particularly  when  it  appeared  that  even  she 
lierself  had  not,  till  lately,  recollected  such  an  expression  to  have  been 
used;  and   when  it  was  considered  that,  even  in  giving  her  evidence, 
she  had  not  spoken   positively  to  fact,   but  confined  herself  to  saying, 
that  she  merely  thinks  his  Royal  Highness  in  conversation  said  some 
such  thing  to  Mrs.  Clarke  in  her  presence..   It  was  also  worthy  of  ob- 
servation, that  the  hon.  gentleman   in  opening   the  charges,  had  not 
mentioned  this  as  part  of  the  evidence  which  he  would  adduce,  though 
he  liad  gone  over  most  of  the  other  circumstances  by  which  these 
charges  would  be  supported.     Neiiher  had  Mrs.  Clarke  any  recollec- 
tion of  this  conversation  having  passed  ;  and  none  of  her  servants  re- 
inem.bered  ever  having  seen  Miss  Taylor  at  her  house  in  company  with 
his  Royal  Highness.     He  likewfse  contended,  that  the  lime  at  which 
Miss  Taylor  represented  this  conversation  as  having  passed,  was  long 
■after  the  dissolution  of  Colonel  French's  corps ;  and  if  her  memory 
was  defective  as  to  facts  'and   circumstances,  it  was  surely  much  more 
conceivable  that  it  might  be  unfaithful  in  recalling  any  particular  words 
that  passed.     In  short,  take   it  in  every  possible  way,  such  testimony 
as  this,  which,  according  to  the  opinion  of  the  ablest  lawyers,  is  at 
all  times  ol)jectionab]e,  arwl  which  in  the  present  instance  was  marked 
with  such  strong  circumstances  of  uncertainty  and  suspicion,  was  not 
surely  of  a  nature  to  convict  the  Duke  of  York  of  a  charge  of  conni- 
vance at  corruption.     And  when  all  these  confirmatory  evidence  was 
removed,  there  wa«  nothing  but  the  allegation  of  Mrs.  Clarke  in  sup- 
port of  the  accusation.     The   only   circumstantial  evidence  connected 
with  Major  Tonyn's  promotion  was  the  note,  which,  even  though  it 
was  supposed  to  be  in  the  hand-writing  of  his  Royaf  Highness,  was 
of  no  value  whatever,  except  it  could  be  connected  by  date  with  the 
date  of  the  Gazette  in  which  this  promotion   was  announced.     Mr. 
Adam  declined  going   further  into  the  evidence,  but  he  expressed  his 
surprise   that  a  right  hon.   gentleman,  (Mr.  Bragge)  at  the  same  time 
thatheacrfuitted  his  Royal  Highness  of  all  participation  or  connivance 
at  corruption,  could  propose  punishing   him   by  removing  him  from 
an  office  which  he  had  discharged  with  so  much  honour  to  himself, 
and  with  so  much  benefit  to  the  army.     He  assured  the  House,  that 
he   never  had  been  a  flatterer  of  the  Duke  of  York.     He  had  at  all 
times  given  him  his  advice  with  frankness  »nd  sincerity,  and  he  had 
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Uniformly,  found  in  his  Royal  Highness  a  disposition  to  follow  it  with 
chearfulness.     When    he    had   broken  off  his  connection  with  Mrs. 
Clarke,  he  had  done  it  without  fear  or  apprehension  of  any  disclosures 
which  it  might  be  in  her  power  to  make  unfavourable  to  his  character.  , 
Before  sitting  down,  he  requested  the  indulgence  of  the  House  while 
he  mentioned  one  circumstance  which  had  occurred  the  other  day,  and 
which  he  was  confident  the  House  would  think  with  him,  redounded 
much  to  the  honour  of  the  Commander  in  Chief: — One  day  he  had 
waited  upon   his  Royal  Highness  while  the  present   negociation  was 
pending,  and  when  his   heart    was  big  with  his   misfortune,  and  his 
eyes  moistened  with  tears  ;  but  still  he  was  occupied  with  the  duties  of 
his  office,  and  with  caring  for  the  interest  of  a  gallant  and  meritorious 
officer.     It  was,  perhaps,  in  the  knowledge  of  the  House,  that  General 
Graham's  promotion  had  been  obstructed.     This  gallant  officer  fought 
at  Corunna  ,•  stood  by  the  side  of  Sir  John  Moore  when  he  fell  ;  and, 
for  his  conduct  in  the  late  campaign,  was  warmly  recommended  by 
General  Hope  to  the  attention  of  the  Commander  in  Chief     On  that 
clay  his    Royal   Highness   informed    him,    that  notwithstanding    the 
anxiety  of  his  mind,  he  had  been  writing  a  long  reasoned  letter  to  the 
King  in  General  Graham's  behalf.     He  mentioned  this  circumstance* 
not  only  for  the  purpose  of  shewing  his  Royal  Highness's  unwearied 
attention  to  the  good  of  the  service;  but  of  suggesting  the  mainner  in 
which  it  was  possible  Mrs.  Clarke  might,  on  some  occasions,  have  ob- 
tained her  information   of   the   situation   and  prospects    of  individual 
officers.     He  sat  down  expressing  his  full  conviction,  that  the  House 
would  adopt  theresolation,  because  it  was  a  measure  of  justice,  and 
negative  the  address  because  it  was  a  measure  of  obstruction. 
Mr.  Barham  said  a  few  words. 

Mr.  W.  Smith  rose,  amidst  loud  cries  to  adjourn,  and  after  apolo- 
gizing for  detaining  the  House  at  that  late  hour,  he  said,  that  at  the 
commencement  of  this  Inquiry  he  had  disclaimed  all  connection  with 
the  parties  by  whom  it  was  brought  forward  ;  and  as  he  declined  the 
dutv,  he  had  no  right  to  any  portion  of  the  honour  that  attended  its 
able  and  faithful  discharge.  Such  was  the  popular  expectation,  that 
he  was  sensible  the  severest  vote  to  which  the  House  could  arrive, 
would  be  most  acceptable  to  the  country  ;  but  such  was  not  the  ground 
on  which  the  House  should  proceed  ;  it  would  not  become  its  dignity, 
and  would  not  be  consistent  with  its  justice,  to  submit  to  the 

— "  civium  ardor  prava  jubentium." 

To  act  upon  their  own  opinion  was,  in  his  mind,  the  only  safe  coarse; 
but  it  was  more  fit  to  decide  upon  the  opinion  of  their  constituents  than 
upon  the  doctrine  of  any  other  authority;  and  being  an  avowed  ad- 
vocate of  reform^  he  thought  it  material  to  shew,  that  in  his  notion  o^ 
it,  it  did  not  imply  that  concurrence  with  the  popular  sentiment,  on  all 
occasions,  which  might  be  dangerous  to  the  public  repose.  He  W0uld 
now  very  briefly  touch  upon  four  of  the  cases  to  which  the  evidence 
applied. — He  thought  the  authenticitv  of  the  note  of  his  Royal  High- 
ness completely  established — not  only  the  character  and  seal,  but  also 
the  paper  and  water- mark  were  quite  conclusive,  as  far  as  such  evi* 
dence  could  apply.  There  were  from  Mr3,  Clarke  41  noteS;  and  from 
NO.  2d.  4  L  .  the 
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the  Duke  9  or  10.  None  of  the  41  were  on  the  same  paper  as  this 
from  the  Duke;  and  of  the  notes  from  his  Royal  Highness,  all  were 
on  ihe  same  paper,  witli  the  exception  of  one,  rtspccting  which  not  a 
doubt  had  been  suggested.— -With  regard  to  Carter,  he  saw  no  ohiec- 
tion  to  his  promotion,  excepting  the  indecency  of  liis  being  advanced 
to  rank  in  the  army  from  behind  the  chair  of  the  mistress  of  the  Com- 
mander in  Chief.  He  (Mr.  W.  Smiih)  next  commented  on  the  tes- 
timony of  Mis.  Sutherland  and  Miss  Taylor,  and  then  proceeded  to  ob- 
serve, that  on  tiie  question  of  corruption  he  placed  Mrs.  Clarke's  evi- 
dence on  the  shelf.  She  was  unworthy  of  any  credit.  He  admiitted 
that  he  had  observed  in  her  great  talents;  but  he  had  likewise  noticed 
the  grossest  misapplication  of  such  extraordinary  powers.^  Under  this 
view,  he  should  not  vote  for  the  Address  of  his  honourable  friend  (Mr. 
Banks),  if  it  did  not  as  completely  exclude  any  charge  of  corrup- 
tion as  the  Resolutions  of  the  right  honourable  gentleman.  Another 
circumstance  hie^hlv  favourable  to  the  construction  of  the  innocence 
at  the  Duke  was,  that  he  ha<i  the  confidence  to  set  Mrs.  Clarke's  re- 
sentment at  defiance.  Among  all  the  letters  produced,  excepting  in 
that  respecting  Caj^rain  Sandon,  ihere  was  not  a  scin.tilla  that  could  sup- 
port the  chaise  of  corruption,  and  as  to  that  some  explanation  could 
be  given. 

He  would  now  tnake  a  few  remarks  on  that  part  of  the  Address  of 
his  houourable  friend,  which  did  not  coincide  with  the  propositions  of 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer.  The  latter  did  not  take  the  fit  notice 
of  much  of  the  conduct  of  his  Royal  Highness  which  was  in  evidence, 
before  the  House.  By  such  a  reserve  the  Commons  of  England  mieht 
lose  their  own  character,  but  ihey  would  not  preserve  hisj  There  was 
indeed  so  much  behind,  that  the  country  would  nor  think  it  proper  that 
this  Royal  Person  should  retain  his  exalted  situation.  Another  objec- 
tion to  the  Address  of  the  ricrht  honourable  2:<^ntlemHn  was,  that  it  was 
a.  sort  of  echo  of  the  letter  of  the  Duke  of  York  to  the  Speaker^  the 

•  propriety  even  of  the  reception  of  which  was  a  matter  of  doubt.  Was 
it  fitting  that  such  a  communication  should  he  treated  with  the  respect 
paid  to  a  speech  from  the;  lhn)ne?  In  the  country  such  language 
would  be  considered  as  adulation,  they  would  see  that  an  attempt 
was  made  to  mix  up  so  much  of  ttie  sweet  with  the  bitter,  as  to  pro- 
duce a  compound  grateful  to  the  lloyal  palate.  Neither  did  the  Address 
of  the  Ch.anccllor  of  the  Exclucjuer  comprize  what  was  highly  impor- 
tant, the  removal  of  his  Royal  liinhness  from  office.  A  communica- 
tion  to  Mrs.  C'l.irke,  of  military  concerns,  had  been. detected,  and  this 
would  make  a  deep  impression  out  of  doors.  The  time,  the  manner, 
tVic  circumstances  should  all  he  attended  to,  and  that  the  person  thus 
interfering,  was  a  woman  living  (to  use  the  fashionable  phrase)  under 
tiie  protection  of  his  Royal  Highness,  when  there  was  another  not  far 
from  town,  who  did  not  receive  from  him  tliat  protection  to  which 
she  was  entitled.  He  thought  in  all  the  proceedings  in.that  House  a 
hig;;  notion  o^  moral  feeling  ought  to  be  regarded.  He  was  an  old- 
fashioned  man,  and  considered  that  morality    ought,  in  the  recesses  of 

^;>M-iv  ate  life,  tj  be  respected;  but  it  was  of  the  utmost  coniequence  that 
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in  the  great  zVssembly  of  tlie  Nation  they  should  he  held  in  profound 
veneration. — "  Altius  ihantqui  adsummum  mituntur." 

•'The  first  in  virtue  as  the  first  in  [)lace,"  was  a  poetical  expression, 
applicable,  he  believed  in  his  conscience,  to  the  highest  personage  in 
the  kingdom  ;  he  wished  only  that  in  one  or  two  degrees  lower  in 
rank,  some  proportion  in  the  other  respect  had  been  presejved.  The 
moral  habits  and  character  of  Princes  was  sometimes  important  to  the 
public  tranquillity.  He  was  persuaded  that  at  the  commencement  of 
the  French  revolution  his  ^Majesty  owed,  in  a  great  measure,  rhe  secu- 
rity of  his  throne,  lo  his  personal  character.  The  people  were  confi- 
dent  of  the  soundness  of  the  key-stone  of  the  arch,  aiul  continued  in 
repose  under  its  canopy.  The  honourable  member  concluded  with  a 
comp.nison  of  the  times  of  Oliver  Cromwell  and  Charles  II.  fortify- 
ing, as  he  proceeded,  his  argument,  by  shewing,  that  the  disorders 
which  succeeded  the  reign'^f  the  latter  were  to  be  attributed  to  the 
profligacy  of  the  British  court  under  his  government. 
,^  The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  wished  to  sav  a  few  words 
in  explanation,  and  to  make  some  additional  remarks  on  the  amend, 
rnent  proposed  by  his  hon.  friend,  but  as  the  House  wished  to  adjourn, 
he  would  reserve  what  he  had  to  say  for  a  more  convenient  oppor- 
tunity. 

Adjourned  at  four  o'clock  to  Monday. 

Monday,  March  13. 

The  Secretary  at  War  resumed  the  adjourned  debate.  The  right 
hon.  gentleman  spoke  in  so  low  a  tone  as  to  be  scarcely  audible  in  the  gal- 
lery. We  understood  him,  however,  to  object  to  the  last-imiendment.  He 
could  not  be  brought  to  think  that  the  Duke  of  York  had  the  slightest  sus- 
picion of  the  corrupt  transactions  which  had  been  proved  to  have  lakeij 
place.  There  was  no  evidence  who  spoke  positively  and  directly  to  the 
Duke's  being  privy  to  them  but  Mrs.  Clarke,  and  as  to  her,  by  far  the 
great  majority  of  that  House  did  not  think  Mrs.  Clarke  worthy  of  credit 
at  all.  [A  en/  of  no,  no  ■')  He  must  repeat  that  th.e  general  sentiment  in  that 
House  was,  that  no  reliance  whatever  ought  to  be  placed  on  her  testimony. 
(^Rcpeated  cries  of  no  !  no!  no!)  He  merely  stated  the  impression  on  his 
mind — it  did  appear  to  him  that  such  was  the  general  opinion  in  that  House 
—  if,  however,  she  was  not  to  be  believed  but  where  sht;  was  eurroboraled 
(Hear!  hear  !)  by  other  and  unimpeachable  tcstimony,she  was  not,  nor  could 
not  be  corroborated  in  her  evjdence  as  to  the  knowledge  of  his  Royal  High- 
ness of  her  corrupt  dealings,  and  therefore  on\his  point  si^e  was  not  to  be 
believed,  and  gentlemen  were  bound  to  put  out  of  their  minds  all  remem- 
brance of  this  part  of  her  testimony.  In,  then,  the  most  material  jiart  other 
evidence,  that  essential  point  as  to  her  communicating  to  the  Duke  those 
•corrupt  practices,  she  was  found  unworthy  of  credit.  With  respect  to  the 
■cases,  there';was  not  one  of  them  in  which  che  wasnotinvolved  in  a  labyrj.'itb 
of  contradictions.  With  respect  tothe  first  case,  the  case  ot  Knigiit  and 
Brook,  It  was  not  a  little  extraordinary,  that  she  could  not  remember 
wheiher  the  elapsed  time  she  spoke  of  amounted  to  two  (kiys  or  to  ten 
days.  It  appeared  too,  that  she  had  no  knowhedge  whatever  of  what  was 
going  on  as  to  the  promotions,  levies.,  or  exchanges  in  whicli  she  had  inte- 
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rested  herself,  which  proved  that  there  did   not  exist  that  communication 
betvveeii  the  Duke  of  York  and  her  on  miUtary  subjects,  which  she  was  so 
anxious  to  have  beUeved   did  exist.     He  admitted  that   there  was  some 
communications  in  the   case  of   Frencli's   levy,  but  denied    that   the  con- 
versation, as  proved  by  Miss  Taylor,  went  at  all  to  justify  a  conclusion  of 
the  Duke's  criminaUy  ;  besides,  it  was  to  be  recollected,  that  it  was  con- 
trary to    Mrs.  Clarke's  interest  that  the  levy  should  he    broke  up,  as  she 
was  to  receive  a  guinea  per  man  ;  therefore,  when   the   Duke  threatened   to 
break  it  up,  he   could  not  have   intended  to  have  assisted  Mrs.  Clarke's 
corrupt  intrigues  ;  another  circumstance  in  Major  Tonyn's  case,  that  proved 
her  ignorance  of"  the  military  arrangements,   was,   that  he  was  Gazetted 
on  the  9th  of  August,  and  that  she  made  an  application  in  his  behalf  nine 
days  subsequent,  on  the  i  8th.     The  right  hon.  secretary   then  briefly  ad- 
verted to  the  other  cases,  in   which  bethought,    that  there   had  been  no 
proof  whatever   of  the  corruption,  the  connivance^   or  the  suspicion   (of 
such  corruption)  of  his  Royal  Highness — he  concluded  with  bearing  tes- 
timony to  the  wise  and  efficient  regulations  introduced  into  the  army  by  his 
Royal  Highness,  and  contended  that  they  were  indisputable  proofs  of  no  or- 
dinary abilities. 

Sir  Francis  Burdett—"  In  rising  to   speak  upon  this  subject.     I 
must  acknowledge,  Sir,  I  feel  it  to   be  a  most  painful  duty  I  am  about  to 
undertake,  and  after   the  very  able  manner   in   which  it  has  been  already 
treated  by  others,  I  should  think  it  would  ill  become  me  to   detain  the 
House   with  a  tedious  detail  of  the  evidence  which  has  been  set  forth  to 
the  House.     It  is  at  present  fresh  in  the  recollection  of  all,  and   therefore 
what  I  am  desirous  of  doing,  is   merely  to  attempt  to  draw  some    results 
from  that  which  has  already  been  laid  before   you,  or  at  least  to  shew   the 
effect  that  the  reasoning  of  others  has  had  upon  my  mind,  and  the  grounds 
upon  which  I  think  our  decision  ought   to  be  founded.     The  first  thing  that 
struck  me,  from   the  commencement   of    these  proceedings,  has  been  the 
very  extraordinary  conduct  pursued  by  those  who  are  his  Majesty's  Minis- 
ters, with  respect  to  the  hon.  member  who  has  brought  forward  the  original 
motion.     It  has  appeared  astonishing  to  me,  that  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
gentleman  opposite,    the  Chancellor  of  the   Exchequer,  an  ofhcer  of  the 
public,  and  his  Majesty's  Attorney-General,  the  public  accuser,  and  indeed 
all  the  Crown  Lawyers,  whose  duty  it  is  to  detect  and  punish  public  delin- 
quencies, have  been  upon  this  occasion  arrayed  upon  the  side  of  the  party 
accused.— Their  duty  surely   consists  in  seeing  justice    done  in   whatever 
manner  that  can  best  be  promoted,  and  to  take  up  a  public   delinquency  in 
the  manner  best  calculated  to  prosecute    to  conviction.— (//ear/  Hear  !) — 
With  regard  to  the  hou-  mover,  I  heartily  agree   with   the  hon.  gentleman 
who  answered  the  Chancellor  of  the   Exchequer,  that  he  put  to  sea  upon  a 
troubled  ocean,  in  a  small  skiff ;  I  know  not   in  what  manner  of  sign    in 
the  I  innacle  he  embarked,   but  of   this  I  am  sure,  that  he  has  steered  by  a 
poUr.siar,  and  that  it  will   bring  him    through   all   storms   and    dangers. 
He  was  told,  that  it  he  failed  in  making  out  those  charges  and  accusations, 
infaD)Y  must  attach  to  bis  character  ;  and  it  was  even   at  the  same   time 
stated"  by  a  right  hon.  secretary,  that  he  had  placed  himself  in  such  a  dilem- 
ma, that,  upon  the  decision  of  that  question,  his  character  and  reputation 
must  hang,     i  trust,  that  in  this  stage' of  the  business,  and   after  the  long 
and  procrcifled  debate,  in  which  so  many   attempts  have  been  made   to  do 
away  the  elfects  of  the  evidence  adduced,  it  at  least  cannot  now   be  said, 
that  any  the  smallest  discredit  or  infamy  can  attach   to  that  hon.    gentle- 
man who  brought  this  matter  forward.— (^ear  ■'  Hear  /)— If  therefore  the 
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Vighthon.  genUeman  opposite,  (the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer),  must 
still  somewhere  attribute  uifamy  in  these  transtictions,    he    must  consent  to 
let  it  rest  upon  his  own  slioulders.     His  speech  lias   been  said  to   be   most 
ingenious  and  able  ;  but,  if  so,  I  think  I  must  also  state,  that  it  has  bren  so 
sophistical,  and  so  uncandid,  that  it  appears  rather  to  have  been  the  defence 
of  an  advocate,  than,  as  it  ought  to  have    been,  the  summing  up  of  the  evi- 
dence before  a  court.     It  was  evidently  deficient  of  all  candour  or   admis- 
sion, on  the  one  side,  and  excelled  in  starting  difficulties   upon  the  other  ; 
and  indeed  was,  upon  the  whole,  the  most  injudicious  defence  that  learned 
gentleman  could   possibly  have  made.     All   the   evidence  adduced  at  the 
bar  could  not  induce  him  to  couie  to  any^other  conclusion,  than  that  this  wo- 
man, Mrs.  Clarke,  had  no  inlluence  whatever  upon  the  mind  of   the    Duke 
of  York.     I  believe,  however,  he  will  stand  alone  in  that  conclusion  ;  but 
it  proves  that  his  mind  was  so  blinded  by  some  circumstance  or  other,  it  is 
impossible  what  he  said  could  have  any  influence  whatever  upon    the  de- 
cision of  the  House  upon   this  great  and  important  question.     He  could 
not  see  the  plainest  object  in  the  broadest  daylight,  and  yet   he  appeared 
able  to  pick  up  the  most  tritliu^  particles  even  in  the   most  utter  darkness. 
— The  principle  hitherto  has  been  to  attempt  doing    away   the  evidence  of 
Mrs.  Clarke.     Now,  Sir,  when  we  consider  what  has  been  the  evideace  of 
that  individual,  how  long  she  has  been  under  examination,   and  how  many 
hours  she  has  been  sifted  by  lawyers,    in  order  to  produce  something  from 
her  own  mouth,  attaching  against  herself,  even  from   her   cradle  almost  up 
to  the  time  she  appeared    at  the  bar,  we  must   be  astonished  at  the  truly 
consistent  manner  in  which    she  gave  her  evidence.     She    stands.   Sir,  ia 
this  predicament,  that  you  saw  the  worst  of  her  at  the  first;  for  she  appeared 
before  us  under  the  most  unfavourable  impressions,    and  all  that  has  come 
out  from  her  first  appearance  to  the  close  of  her  examination,  has  produced 
impressions  of  quite  a  different  nature  and  tendency.     She  came,    indeed, 
under  such  particular  disadvantages,  in  point  of  her  known  character  and 
situation  in  life,  that,  undoubtedly,    very  little  attention  was   paid   to   her 
evidence:   but  as  you  went  on,  other  circumstances   came    forward,  that 
rendeied  it  itnpossible  that  any  such  evidence  could  have  been  given,  bv 
any  one,  but  upon  that  most  simple   of  all   intentions,   that  of  telling   the 
plain  and  honest  truth.  {Hear  !   Hear  !)   It  so  happened,  however,  that  all 
those  who  endeavoured  to  entrap  her,  or   to  make   her  discredit  herself, 
found  themselves  constantly  foiled.     His  Majesty's   Attorney-General   ex- 
amined her  hour  after  hour,  and  was  continually  defeated  ;  but  if  he  had 
succeeded  in  the  slightest  degree,  he  v;ould  have   endeavoured  to  overturn 
•     the  effect  of  her  testimony.      Hypothesis  had  been  raised  upon  hypothesis, 
surmise  upon  surmise,  and  inference  upon  inference;  and  now,    when  ail  of 
them  had  failed,  Mrs.  Clarke  v^as  to  be  raised  by  them  into   the  greatest 
prodigy  that  ever  existed  ;  and,  in  short,  it  has  been  stated,  that  no  witness 
ever  was  examined  that  possessed  abilities,  understanding,   and   cunning, 
equal  to  Mrs.  Clarke.     If  I  thought  her  capable  of  rearing   up  that  drama 
that  has   been    exhibited,  I  too    would  certainly  unite  with  them  in  saying, 
she  was  one  of  the  greatest  geniuses  ;  for  she  would  be  surely   as  capable 
of  writing  the  tragedy  of  Macbeth,  as  she  was  capable  of  trumping  up  such 
a  story.  We  should  consider,  however,  that  the  grand  connecting  link  in  her 
evidence   is   her  .^connection   and  influence  with  the  Duke  of  York;  and 
whether,  under  all  the  circumstances,  you  have  not  the  best  evidence   that 
the  nature  of  the  case  can  admit.— -You    have  reason  to  believe,    that   the 
influence,  of  itself,  was  a  corrupt  influence  with  the  Commander  in  Chief, 
and  that  he  had  reason  to  suspect  that  such  a  corrupt  influence  existed  ;  in 
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any  common  case,  this  would  be  acknowledged  thfi  best  evidence,  and 
why  not  deem  it  such  in  the  present  instance  ?  Shame  of  his  Royal  High- 
ness !— for,  I  am  sorry  to  say,  that  the  very  defence  vvliich  has  been  made, 
must  appear,  in  any  case,  as  disgraceful.  The  learned  gentleman  began 
,v,'hh  stating,  what  iS  very  usual  with  gentlemen  of  the  long  robe,  that  other 
people  were  mistaken  in   laying  down  erroneous  premises,    and    drawing 

.  false  conclusio.ns  ;  and  his  conclusion  was,  that  the  evidence  of  Mrs. 
Clarke  was  not  at  all  admissible.  I  do  not  agree  with  either  his  premises 
or  his  conclusions,  for  I  think  the  evidence  of  Mrs.  Clarke  is  certainly 
to  be  admitted,  but  with  due  suspicion.  When,  iiowever,  we  find  her 
evidence  corroborated  by  that.of  Miss  Taylor,  in  regard  no  facts,  it  may 
rather  be  thought  wonderful  that  there  can  be  such  strong  and  convincing 
pro^ofs  produced  upon  such  a  subject,  as  have  been  upon  this  occasion. 
Had  it  been  a  fabricated  evidence,   she   must   have  known  more  than  she 

"  stated.  Nothing  is  more  common  than  for  Judges  to  state  to  a  Jury  the 
grounds  of  credit  as  well  as  the  grounds  of  discredit ;  but  had  this  been 
done  fairly  by  anv  of  the  right  hon.  gentlemen  in  this  case  ?  With  respect 
to  Miss  Taylor,  there  is  not  the  smallest  reason  to  doubt  her  ;  and  yet 
merely  because  she  appears  to  be  a  relation  of  Mrs.  Clarke,  they  suppose 
that  all  this  is  nothing  but  an  infamous  scheme  of  these  two  women  to  dis- 
credid  and  defame  the  Duke  of  York  :  but  even  were  this  the  case,  the 
manner  in  which  they  have  gone  about  it  would  not  only  shew  a  want  of 
ingenuity,  but  would  expose  themselves,  as  being  the  boldest  woman  that 

.  jever  existed.     If  the  case  as  to  Colonel  French,  for  instance,  be  a  trumped 
up  story  between  these  two  persons,   surely   Mrs.  Clarke   cannot   be   that 
genius  that  the  right  hon.  gentleman  states  her  to  be,   for  she   certainly 
ivould  have  taken  care  to  make  it  so  strong  a  case,   that   no   doubt   could 
possibly  exist.     The  right  hon.  gentleman's  arguments  have  destroyed   one 
another;  all  his  suppositions  have  been  unfounded,  and  his  surmises  the 
mere  chimeras  and  hypotheses  of  his  own  brain,  leaving  out   every  thing 
that  can  lead  your  judgments  in  the  evidence   already  before  us.— (Hear  ! 
Hear  \)     Upon  the  whole,  it  is  in  my  mind  the  most  weak  and  injudicious 
defence  that  could  possibly  be  set  up   for  any   individual.    The  hon.  mem- 
ber below  me,  who  moved  the   amendment  to  the  address,   has,    I  think, 
taken  a  most   injudicious   line  as  a  member  of  Parliament;  for  he  was 
giving  up  that  which  is  perfectly  tenable  as  that  which  was  untenable. — 
This,  1  think,  is  impossible  to  agree  to,  as  no  one  can  shut  his  eyes  against 
the  corrupt  influence  and  criminal  connivance  stated  in  the  evidence.  They 
have  brought  no  evidence  whatever  to  shew  thalt  Mrs.  Clarke  is  not  to  be 
believed,  although  the  Duke  of  York  has  had  one  of  the  most  able  and  ex- 
perienced  solicitors  in  London,  Mr.  Lowten,  who  had  used  every  means  to 
bring  witnesses   from  every  quarter,  until  he  found  it  impossible  to  bring 
rnore  against  the  testimony  of  this  witness.     An  hon.  and  learned  gentle- 
man opposite  (Mr.  Burton,)  has  said,   that   Mrs.  Clarke  has  contradicted 
herself  no  Jess  than  28  times,  an  assertion  which  is  merely  made  to  supply 
the  deficiency  of  witnesses  to  do  so.     It  is  surely,  then,   a  very   different 
thing,  whether  witnesses  do  contradict  themselves,  or   are  contradicted  by 
others— -for  \\\  the  former  case  it   is  evidence   as  it  were  jioint  hlanc^  while 
•in  the  latter  the  witnesses  themselves  may  be  mistaken.      The  alleged  con- 
itradictions  in  her  evidence  as  to  the  case  to  which  1  have  alluded,  are  as 
to  whether  a  note  was  a  100/.  note,  or  a  200/.   note,   which  she   sent  to  be 
changed  ?     and  whether  the  transaction  was  to  be   kept  only  a  secret  from 
the  Duke,  or^from   the  public  ?     But  in   this  Mrs.  Clarke's  statement  is 
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surely  as  plausible  as  that  of  Mr.  Knight,  and  there  can  be  no  reason  to 
disbelieve  her  more  than  the  other.  The  same  attempts  have  been  mad(? 
to  discredit  the  testimony  of  Miss  Taylor,  merely  because  she  did  not  wish 
%o  divulge  at  first  the  residence  of  her  father  and  mother,  nor  the  place 
where  she  was  born.  This  is  the  most  absurd  mode  of  discrediting  a  wit- 
ness that  ever  I  beard.  There  was  an  hon.  member  who  spoke  early  in 
the  debate.  I  beg  pardon,  I  must  call  him  a  learned  gentleman,  for  he 
is  his  IMajesty's  Attorney-General,  to  whom  I  listened  with  the  greatest  at- 
tention ;  and  although  1  never  had  an  opportunity  of  knowing  him,  I  did 
expect  that  he  would  have  stated  some  luminous  points,  some  elucidation 
of  the  case  ;  but  bow  have  we  been  disappointed  ?  Sir,  I  remember  having 
heard  of  a  great  lawyer,  a  Mr.  Dunning,  who,  on  being  asked  by  a  c?ient 
to  recommend  him  to  a  counsellor  the  most  proper  for  his  case,  asked  him 
"  what  is  your  case  r"  The  person  applying  answered,,  "  it  is  a  very  bad 
case."  "  If  so,"  said  Mr.  Dunning  "  you  had  better  take  the  worst  counsel- 
lor you  can  get ;  for  if  you  employ  a  man  of  genius  he  will  be  hampered 
with  it,  but  a  bad  councellor  will  not  stop  upon  any  point,  for  he  wiPl  go  on 
without  ceasing,  and  by  using  many  words,  have  the  appearance  of  making 
a  great  defence.''  (Hear  I  hear  I)  And  so,  in  the  present  instance,  the 
defence  made  by  that  learned  counsellor  opposite  has,  I  confess,  given  me 
a  strong  impression  as  to  the  depth  of  his  understanding  ;  and  it  puts  me 
in  mind  of  an  ass,  who  will  reject  the  choicest  food  for  the  sake  of  enjoying 
a  feast  upon  thistles  ;  or  of  Christian  in  The  Pilgri?ns  Progress,  who, 
when  he  was  in  the  slough  of  Despond,  had  to  leave  his  travelling  companion 
in  the  mud,  as  the  learned  gentleman  had  left  his  client,  the  Duke  of  York, 
and  out  of  which  all  the  Anti-jacobins  in  the  laud  would -not  be  able  to  ex- 
tricate him.       {Hear  !  hear  !  hear !) 

That  same  learned  gentleman,  tpwards  the  conclusion  of  his  speech,  ap- 
pealed to  the  compassionate  feelings  of  the  House.  Now,  Sir,  although 
this  is  not  the  time  for  paying  attention  to  such  considerations,  yet  it  di(i 
fix  in  my  mind  a  strong  impression  of  the  complete  and  irrcsistable  evi- 
dence attending  this  case  in  every  part.  He  did  not  seem  at  all  to  be-ap- 
pealing  to  the  full  extent  of  the  statement  of  the  Chancellor  of  tlje  Ex- 
chequer, for  he  seemed  disposed  to  give  up  a  considerable  part  in  order  to 
save  tlie  rest.  He  seemed  to  express  a  great  doubt  as  to  the  hand- writing 
of  the  note  about  Captain  Tonyn  ;  for,  after  it  had  been  proved  by  the 
best  of  evidence,  the  worst  was  brought  forward  to  rebut  the  best,  and 
he  boldly  calls  ii  a  forgery,  because  Mrs.  Clarke  had  stated  that  she  could 
write  veryhke  the  Duke  of  York.  Why,  Sir,  this  is  but  melancholy  tes- 
timony against  such  a  weight  of  evidence  as  has  been  brought  forward  upqn 
this  particular  point,  and  it  makes  it  appear  that  nothing  but  prejudice 
could  actuate  any  one  to  make  such  an  assertion.  With  all  those  talents, 
and  .that  genius,  which  are  ascribed  to  Mrs.  Glarke,  it  should  seem  that  the 
utmost  she  had  done  v/as  to  raise  a  sum  of  money  in  the  Duke's  name,  and 
rot  even  for  her  own  behoof.  She  has  turned  her  talents  to  no  account 
■whatever;  and  what  is  still  more  extraordinary  in  her  transactions  is,  that 
there  should  have  been  such  unnecessary  fidelity  in  her  dealings  with  her 
employers,  as  well  as  towards  her  creditors.— She  made  nothing  for  any 
purpose  of  her  own,  for  it  was  to  pay  the*tradesrnen's  bills,  and  to  satisfy 
the  poor  people's  demands,  who  had  sold  goods  for  the  use  of  the  Duke  of 
Y'oTk.  1  should  be  sorry  to  speak, disadvantageously  of  his  Royal  High- 
xiess's  conduct,  but  I  must  say,  I  think  what  he  is  said  to  have  allowed  Mrs. 
Clarke  has  been  exaggerated.  ^Nlrs.  Clarke  comes  to  your  bar  under  such  dis- 
advantageous 
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advantageous  circumstances,  as,  I  think,  should  have  prevented  any  gene-*' 
Tous  or  well-disposed  mind  from  taking  advantage  of  ker.  Not  even  bare 
ji^lice  has  been  done  to  her;  although,  with  respect  to  the  witnesses  called 
in  behalf  of  the  Duke,  all  the  milk  of  human  kindness  has  been  shewn  to 
them  by  the  right  hon  and  learned  gentleman  opposite.  The  hon.  member 
for  Cambridgeshire  stated  arguments,  which,  I  think,  are  also  very  extra- 
ordinary, in  order  to  prevent  your  coming  to  a  fair  conclusion  upon  the 
consideration  of  .the  evidence,-v^hich  conclusion  the  House  must  ultimately 
come  to,  if  it  act  fairly  and  honourably  towards  the  country.  If  Mrs, 
Clarke  had  no  truth  in  her,  she  has  had  at  least  the  singular  faculty  of  ex- 
tracting truth  from  others,  who  v.'ere  brought  for  the  purpose  of  contra- 
dicting her,  and  changing  the  ultimate  decision.  Captain  Sandon,  amongst 
others,  is  said  not"  to  be  worthy  of  belief,  because  he  prevaricated  in  one 
instance,  as  to  the  letter  of  the  Duke's  hand-writing;  but  the  fact  is,  that 
witnesses  are  the  more  to  be  believed  upon  sonie  points,  when  they  come 
to  conceal  the  truih  as  to  another  point;  for  their  evidence,  when  corro- 
borated by  others,  is  more  forcible  than  if  they  were  actually  straight- 
forward witnesses.— She  told  you  that  Donovan  v^'ould  deny  a  fact,  and 
he  did  deny  it ;  but  it  was  afterwards  extracted  from  him.  In  short,  Mrs. 
Clarke  has  always  given  you  the  means  of  extracting  the  truth  from  others, 
and  their  evidence  has  uniformly  tended  to  corroborate  hers.  This  is 
really  doing  nothing  but  justice  to  INIrs.  Clarke,  and  I  wish  equal  justice 
to  be  done  to  both  sides.  But,  Sir,  putting  all  the  positive  evidence  out 
of  the  question,  I  say  that  the  circumsiantial  evidence  is  of  itself  so  strong 
as  to  justify  the  House  in  passing  a  decision  in  conformity  with  the  ad- 
dress. It  is  of  such  a  nature,  that,  in  a  court  of  justice,  with  a  very  slight 
degree  of  positive  evidence,  it  would  be  sufhcient  to  condemn  any  indivi- 
dual tried  for  his  life.  But  what  ismoit  extraordinary  in  this^  place  is,  that 
the  legal  gentlemen  of  this  House  seem  to  lose  all  those  abilities  which  they 
display  elsewhere.  {Hear  i  hear!)  Intact,  all  these  witnesses,  although 
brought  for  the  purpose  of  contradicting  JMrs.  Clarke,  yet  appeared  to 
Mr.  Attorney-General  not  to  be^  sufiicieiit,  and  he,  at  length,  thought  Mrs* 
Clarke  absolutely  bewitched,  and,  as  it  were,  gave  up  the  trial  to  get  rid 
of  her.  HDwisthis  to  be  accounted  for,  when  they  say,  at  the  same  time, 
Mrs.  Clarke  is  possessed  of  such  talents  and  abilities,  that  nobody  is  like 
Iier,  and  that  she  is  equally  powerful  as  an  enchantress  ?  In  such  a  defence, 
it  appears  they  can  do  nothing,  but  have  recourse  to  some  marvellous  ex- 
pedient, in  order  to  get  the  better  of  Mrs.  Clarke's  evidence.  It  is  like 
applying  a  piece  of  red  cloth  to  the  teeth  of  the  vii>er,  in  order  to  extract 
the  venom.  {Hear  !  hear  I)  If,  however,  the  parole  testimony  be  doubted, 
there  are  written  documents  on  your  table  that  cannot  admit  of  a  charge 
of  falsity.  Here  we  have  the  Duke's  own  letters  ;  and  it  is  a  painful  thing 
to  fmd  that  we  have  the  Duke's  honour  pledged  to  the  contrary  of  what 
must  necessarily  be  concluded  from  his  own  hand-writing.  Are  we  to  be 
told  that  Mrs.  Clarke's  evidence  is  not  to  be  believed,  because  here  is  the 
word  of  honour  of  a  person  of  his  Royal  Highnesses  rank  and  character, 
to  subvert  it  ?  We  have  the  evidence  t(-o  of  the  particular  friend  of  the 
Duke  of  York,  in  direct  contradiction  of  his  Royal  Highness  ;  and  can  we 
then  believe,  from  the  general  character  of  the  Duke  of  York,  and  the 
iionour  of  a  Prince,  that  these  things  are  not  possiblt-,  or  that  it  must  re- 
quire more  than  ordinary  evidence  to  convict  him  of  crimes  and  misde- 
ineanors?  This  is  really  argumentum  ad  absurdiany  for  it  has  been  said  that 
the  Duke  of  York  could  not  do  all  this,  as  it  was  contrary  to  common  sense. 
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Whyj  Sif)  I  own  tliat  the  whole  of  these  transactions  are  contrary---cort]- 
pletely  so.     Colonel  Gordon  has  been  nailed  a  very  able  evidence.     I  do 
not  understand  the  meaning  of  this  expression,  for  1  know  nothing  of  w^ 
nesaes,  except,   as   how  far  they   tell   trutli   or  falsehood.    They  say  that 
his  evidence  cannot  be  contradicted^J^y   that  of  Mrs.  Clarke.     .Mark  his 
situation  in   respect  to  the   Duke,  and  observe  how  he  concludes  almost 
every  answer  v;ith  an  excej)tion,   as  is  done  in  merchants'  accounts,    which 
generally  conclude  with  errora  s^iccptcd ;  and  contrast  bis  manner  with  that  of 
iMrs.  Clarke,  in  order  to  judge  which   of  their  testimonies   is  most  to  be 
credited.     Colonel  Gordon's   evidence  has   been  made  the  grand  stalkmg 
horse  upon  all  occasions;   and   it  is  argued  from    it,  that  no    corruption 
could  take  place,  as  official  forms  were  observed,     [fiere  the  hon.  member 
made  some  all usioii  10  the  evidence  of  Donovan  and  Sandon,  aiid  also  to 
the  case  of  Samuel  Carter,   but  the  nature  of  which  we  could  not  distinctly 
hear.]     It  was  attempted  U>  set  the  case  of  Carter  off  to  great  advantage 
in  favour  of  the  Duke  of  York  ;  but  if  it  amount  to  an\*thing,  he  thought 
it  should  rather  be  construed  as  an  act  of  generosity   in  Mrs.  Clarke.     It 
was  singular  that  this  woman  was  brought  to  the  bar  with  every  prejudice 
against  her  testimony,  and  yet  (said  lie)    the  more  you  learn_of  h«r,  the 
more  ypu  have  reason  to  mitigate  the  bad  opinion  you  entertained  of  her. 
Then  we  come  to  some  cases  that  are  said  to  have  nothing  at  all  to  do 
with  Mrs.  Clarke  ;  but  I   think  they    evidently   shew  to  what  an   extent 
Mrs.  Clarke's  influt-nce   went.     It   weighed    heavily   upon  the  Duke,  and 
shews  a  picture  of  hypocrisy  and  profligacy  united.  {Hear  !  hear  !  hear  !) 
It  is  truly  revolting  to  propriety  and  decency.     I  am  ve-ry  sorry  at  observ- 
ing the  line  of  defence  that  has  been  adopted  for  his  Royal  Highness,  and  "" 
uTsh   his  advocates  had   adopted  that  mode  which   was  proposed   by   my 
hon.  friend,  who  bi'ought   forward  these  charges,  by  which  the  character 
of  the  Duke  of  York  would  not  have  been  so  soon  exposed.     Since  it  had 
come  before  them  in  this  shape,  honesty  and  justice  required  them  to  meet 
it,  and  the  evidence  upon  it  is  truly   of  as  heavy  a  nature  as  can  well  be 
conceived."     The  hon.  baronet  then,  alluded  to  the  case  of  Colonel  Shaw, 
whose  letters,  he  thought,  proved  what  were  the  general  feelings  of  the 
army.     "  In  the  case  of  islajor  Turner  too,  it  appeared  that  i\Irs.  Sinclair 
Sutherland  had  also  been  in  the  habit  of  asking  favours  of  the  Duke,  al- 
though it  had  been  stated  by  the  Secretary   at  War  to  amount  to  nothing, 
as  Major  Turner's  resignation  had  not  been  accepted  of,  on  account  of  Mrs. 
Sutherland's  representation  to  Colonel  Gordon,  that  he  had  behaved  ill  to 
a  lady.     He  knew  not  what  military   rules    apply   to   such   cases,   but   he 
begged  the  House  to  look  to  the  conduct  of  his  Royal  Highness  the   Duke 
of°York  himself.     It  was  evident  the  Duke  felt  no  remorse  in  shaking  her 
off,  and  exposing  her' to  poverty  and  to   infamy.     Such  conduct   (said  Sir 
Francis)  makt^s  a  man's  blood   run  cold.     The  evidence  of  Mrs.  Clarke  is 
a  melancholy  contrast  with  the  honour  of  a  Prince.     She  offers  to  give  up 
her  annuity  to  pay  her  debts,  but  that  annuity,  when  applied  for,  was  re- 
fused  by  the  Duke,  although   tbrmerly   promised.     And  oa  what  grounds 
was  it  so  refused  ?     Why,  he  states,  that  although  a  bond   had  been  pro- 
.mised,  yet  no  bond  had  been  given  !    There  is  the  honour  of  a  Priuce  lor 
jou  !  !  !      I  think  the  evidence  adduced  may  shew  clearly,  that  the  honour 
of  a  Prince  is  not  at  all  to  be  relied  on.     His   Royai  H^ghness's  desire  to 
procure  money  by  any   means,  or   from   any  <|aarter,  was  also  eminently 
conspicuous.     The   transaction   with   K^nnett  was  one  which    even   alone 
siiould  call  for  the  interference  of  the  House,  as  it  shewed  that  the  Duke 
NO.  26.    "  4  M  «f 
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cf  York  was  capable  of  recommending  a  worthless  character  to  a  place 
•under  Government,  in  the  hopes  of  obtaining  the  loan  of  a  large  sum  of 
Jlibney  for  it. ---Do  you  not  call  this  corruption  ?— Corruption  and  money 
are  said  to  be  synonitnous  terms;  and  because  the  Duke  had  not  received 
the  money  in  hand,  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  argued,  that  there- 
fore there  was  no  corruption,  and  that  there  never  was  a  period  when  cor- 
ruption existed  less  than  at  present.  I  should  not  be  surprised  to  find 
that  he  thinks  he  has  got  the  golden  age  in  the  fall  of  man,  or  that  Para- 
dise is  now  regained.  Your  military  establishments  are  every  where  in- 
creased, and  places  are  now  disposed  of  in  every  quarter  of  the  world,  at 
a  time  when  the  people  were  never  so  oppressed,  when  every  man  is  look- 
ing to  ruin,  by  the  grievous  tax  of  10  per  cent,  upon  his  income.  Is  this  the 
mode  by  which  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  proposed  to  induce  in- 
dustrjs  or  reward  merit  ?  Although  the  corruption  of  the  present  day  did 
not  resemble  that  of  former  times,  when  500/.  would  be  offered  to  mem- 
bers in  the  lobby  cJf  the  House,  or  when  invited  to  dine  at  your  table,  each 
individual  would  find  a  large  sum  of  money  under  his  plate ;  1  wisli  there 
were  at  the  present  day  no  other  species  of  corruption  in  existence,  than 
that  open  way  of  accepting  ihe  briLe  ;  but  unfortunately  corruption  is  now 
offered  secretly,  and  so  concealed,  that  the  man  who  is  tliought  to  be  one 
that  would  be  ashamed  to  receive  it,  is  he  who  has  it  secretly  offered  to 
him,  and  who  secretly  receives  it. 

How  could  it  come  to  pass  that  this  Royal  Duke  could  feel  himself  in  a 
situation  to  have  recourse  to  such  unworthy  means  when  it  is  well  known 
he  enjoys  more  than  any  one  of  ihe  Royal  Family  ?  This  surely  gives  force 
to  the  testimony,  which  is  complete  without  it,  whether  you  take  the  positive 
or  the  circumstantial  evidence.  The  documents  are  of  themselves  convin- 
cing to  every  mind.  The  legal  gentlemen  see  nothing  at  all  in  all  this  ;  but 
when  I  look  to  their  former  conduct  in  courts,  I  know  not  what  object  can 
actuate  them  to  argue  thus;  for  when  the  blood  of  man,  the  lives,  the  for- 
tunes, and  all  that  is  dear  to  a  family,  are  concerned,  what  is  the  language 
we  hear  ?  Have  we  not  seen  common  spies  and  informers,  wretches  whose 
oaths  should  not  pass  for  a  grout,  brought  forward  in  courts  of  law  to 
take  av.ay  the  lives  of  their  fellow-creatures  ?  Juries  in  former  times 
would  be  liable  to  be  attamted  if  they  rejected  such  strong  positive  or 
circumstantial  evidence  as  that  now  offered  to  this  House.  Since  the 
famous  exclusion  bill  of  the  Duke  of  York,  afterwards  James  II.  there 
has  not  been  such  an  important  case  brought  before  Parliament  to  be  de- 
cided upon  justice  alone.  However  high  the  rank  of  the  accused  is,  it  is 
but  a  small  consideration  on  my  mind,  for  the  case  is  the  justice  of  Eng- 
land.—(f/ear  !  hear  \  hear  I)  The  Commander  in  Chief  has  offered  the 
honour  of  a  Prince  ;  but  I  beg  leave  to  state,  that  the  honour  of  the  King, 
the  honour  of  the  Crown,  the  fountain  of  Justice,  is  at  stake,  and  these 
are  not  to  be  turned  aside  by  that  which  is  now  offered  to  your  notice. 
Unfortunately,  upon  this  subject  of  honour,  there  is  always  a  contrast.  I 
would  wish  you  to  put  in  opposition  to  it  the  honour  of  that  witness,  who 
has  beea  painted  in  such  infamous  colours  at  your  bar,  every  effort  to  dis- 
credit whom  has  always  redounded  to  the  confusion  of  those  who  brought 
it  forward.  Mr.  Few,  a  witness,  has  proved  to  you,  that  having  sued  Mrs. 
Clarke  for  a  debt,  which  she  succeeded  in  resisting,  this  woman,  who  has 
been  styled  so  revengeful,  nevertheless,  thought  proper  most  honourably  tG 
pay  him.  That  is  an  act  of  honour,  which,  in  my  mind,  surpasses  that  of 
the  Duke  of  Vork»    Those  gentlemen  who  advocated  his  cause,  h^ve  called 
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in  the  last  resource,  which  is  the  appeal  in  a  desperate  cause  ;  they  have 
called  witnesses  to  speak  to  the  general  character  of  the  Dake  of  York* 
In  that  respect,  too,  I  believe,  he  will  be  found  as  deficient  as  in  any  olhgf 
point  of  view.  In  short,  his  Royal  Highncss's  honour  rises  out  of  this 
discussion  like  Banguo's  ghost, 

*'  With  twenty  mortal  gashes  on  his  head, 
'*  To  push  us  from  our  stools.'^ 

It  is  impossible,  Sir,  that,  under  all  the  circumstances  of  this  case,  the 
Duke  of  York  can  retain  the  situation  he  now  holds  at  the  head  of  the 
army  ;  (Hear !  hear !  hear  \)  for  I  have  nothing  to  do  with  what  may  be 
the  consequence  of  this  question  being  so  decided,  as  it  is  only  to  be  deter- 
mined by  the  evidence  before  you.  We  niust  come  to  such  a  vote,  let  the 
consequence  be  what  it  niay,  with  no  other  consideration  but  that  of  jus- 
tice alone.-- -We  have  been  warned,  upon  tiiis  occasion,  not  to  be  warped 
by  popular  influence;  but  the  circumstances  of  the  case  render  it  necessary 
not  to  allow  it  to  be  decided  by  popular  clamour.  The  people  of  England, 
who  have  been  all  along  remarkable  for  being  lovers  of  justice,  look  to 
you  for  nothing  else;  and  be  your  decision  what  it  may,  if  it  be  but  jus^* 
tice,  I  am  convinced  it  will  satisfy  the  people/^— Sir  Francis  then  concluded 
with  stating,  that  he  would  vote  for  the  original  address/. 

The  Master  of  the  Rolls  said,  that  he  wished  much  to  hear  the  evidence 
canvassed  and  commented  upon  before  he  expressed  his  opinion,  and,  with 
that  view  had  delayed  offering  himself  to  their  attention  until  that  moment. 
There  were  many  parts  of  the  ingenious  speech  of  the  hon.  baronet  in  which 
he  agreed  ;  it  should  be  his  endeavour  in  what  he  had  to  say,  to  discharge  his 
duty  with  impartiality,  and  assist  in  the  promotion  of  their  common  object, 
the  discovery  of  tlie  truth.  {Hear  !  hear  /)  He  agreed  with  the  hon.  baronet  that 
ultimately  every  man  should  vote  according  to  his  conviction,  and  that  he 
should  do  all  in  his  power  that  that  conviction  should  be  right;  else  it  would 
happen,  as  Dr.  Johnson  had  said,  that  strong  party  principles  would  excite 
wrong  convictions,  and  that  would  countenance  the  charge,  that  though  the 
conviction  was  produced,  it  was  not^ome  by  honestly.  (A  laugh.)  He  ad- 
mitted it  was  desirable  that  their  minds  should  be  perfectly  unbiassed  and  up- 
right, in  the  investigation  ;  that  they  should  be  equally  removed  from  popu- 
lar prejudice  upon  the  one  hand,  and  from  considerations  of  rank  and  station 
^upon  the  other.  Such  were  the  sentiments  with  which  it  became  the  House 
to  pronounce  its  decision.  It  appeared  to  him  that  there  were  two  questions 
before  them  ;  first,  whether  they  would  come  to  any  opinion  upon  the  charges 
of  corruption  against  the  Duke  of  York,  and  what  steps  they  would  pursue  in 
consequence?  And  secondly,  what  opinion  they  would  entertain  of  the  evi- 
dence in  support  of  these  charges?  Supposing  it  to  be  the  prevalent  notion 
that  the  Duke  of  York  was  guilty  of  personal  corruption,  the  question  then 
was,  whether  they  should  pronounce  the  judgment,  that  he  was  unfit  to  be  at 
the  head  of  the  army?  He  could  conceive  cases  in  which  the  House  might 
refuse  to  pronounce  any  opinion,  but  he  could  not  conceive  any  case  in  which 
it  would  be  justified  iu  pronouncing  an  ambiguous  opinion.  He  felt  it  diffi- 
cult to  know  what  the  House  would  be  at.  He  wished  the  hon.  gentleman  had 
not  driven  them  to  the  necessity  of  coming  to  a  decision  upon  that  point. 
He  agreed  in  the  definition  which  the  hon.  baronet  had  given  of  corruption, 
to  constitute  which  the  receipt  of  money  was  not  essential,  any  improper  mo- 
tive, any  undue  influence,  was  corruption.  The  Address  proposed  might  have 
the  effect  of  convicting  the  Duke  of  York  by  a  minority.  He  wished  that 
the  hon.  gentleman  had  set  out  with  proposing  a  simple  resolution,  which 
Mould  bring  the  fact  before  them  at  once.     Supposing,  then,  that  it  was  ne- 
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cessary  for  them  to  ' pronounce  a  direct  judgment,  he  would  consider  what 
grounds  they  had  upon  which  to  rest  it.     He  was  not  aware,  that  in  any  for- 
mer case  they  were  similarly  circumstanced  as  in  the  present.     Iri  ascertain- 
ing the  credibility  of  witnesses  they  should  consider  with  attention  the  cir- 
cumstances under  which  the  testimony  was  given,  and  a  very  prominent  cir- 
cumstance for  their  consideration  was,  whether  the  testimony  was  given  under 
the  obligation  of  an  oath.     They  had  had  persons  at  their  bar  not  much  a-kin 
to  the  Roman  or  Athenian  virtue,  and  they  were  to  decide  whether  they  would 
fake  the  unsworn  testimony  of  such  witnesses  against  anyof  their  fellow  subjects? 
iHear!  Hear!)     The  testimony  of  such  witnesses,  he  allowed,  might  justify 
them  in  putting  a  man  upon  his  trial,  and  he  imagined  that  the  reason  why  it 
vas  not  thought  necessary  to  give  the  House  of  Commons  the  privilege  to  ad* 
minister  an  oath,  was,  that  their  inquiries  were  supposed  to  be  directed  to  as- 
certain the  grounds  of  accusation,  preparatory  to  the  institution  of  a  subsequent 
trial.     Every  one  agreed  as  to  tlie  necessity  of  ascertaining  Ihe  credibility  of 
Mrs.  Clarke;  if  she  were  not  believed  in  all,  her  evidence  was  only  circum- 
stantial—a  species  of  evidence  inferior  to  that    wliich  was  direct.    If  Mrs. 
Clarke's  evidence  was  admitted  in  all  parts,  witjiout  exception,  it  brought 
home  the  charges  against  the  Duke  of  York  in  its  most  aggravated  circum- 
stances ;  for,  by  the  evidence,  it  appeared  that  he  not  only  knew,  but  authoris- 
ed and  recommended  the  traffic  in  commissions  ;  that  he  did  so  to  save  his  own 
pocket,  and  cast  the  expenccs  of  her  support  upon  the  nation.     Hp  was  a  little 
'  surprised  to  find  the  Address  so  worded  as  not  to  rest  upon  tiie  evidence  of 
Mrs.  Clarke  ;  the  language  of  it  ^vas,  that  it  was  to  be  presumed,  iiot  that  it  was 
directly  proved.     A  noble  lord  had  said,  that  he  believed  her  testimony  alto- 
gether; it  \v3iS  not  inconsistent  with  that  belief,  tiiat  he  should  be  willing  to 
vote  for  a  stronger  measure.     The  hon,  gentleman  who  spoke  second  j^in  the 
debate  had  said,  that  Mrs.  Clarke's  evidence  required  corroboration,  and  in 
that  opinion  tiie  hon.  baronet  himself  agreed.     If  her  testimony  were  suspi- 
cious, if  there  were  a  doubt  upon  their  minds  whether  it  wastrue'or  false,  that 
was  enough  to  prevent  them  from  acting  upon  it;  it  was  not  aecessary  to  prove 
that  it  was  actually  false.     There  were  many  circumstances  to  be  taken  into 
consideration  in  weighing  the  credibility  of  witnesses,  the  character  in  which 
they  appeared,  the  motives  by  which  they  were  influenced,  vyhether  malicious 
or  otherwise;  and  by  those  tests  was  Mrs.  Clarke's  evidence  to  be  decided. 
He  allowed  that  there  were  many  parts  of  their  testimony  true— (/lean  Hear!) 
that  the  only  questio::able  part  was  that  respecting  the'  private  conversations 
with  his  Royal  Highness.  {Hear!  Hear!)  Such  testimony  as  that,  however,  was 
always  tp  be  doubted.     A  judge,  in  charging  the  jury,  always  pointed  it  out  as 
necessary  to  be  regarded  with  grave  suspicion;    if  it  were  not  regarded  with 
.  peculiar  jealousy,  no  man's  character  could  be  safe  ;  but  the  rule  was,  that  if, 
from  other  circumstances,  (as  there  could  t»e  no  direct  refutation  of  it),  there 
was  ground  to  suspect  its  falsehood,  even  though  it  was  not  sufficient  to  esta- 
blish a  contradictory  proposition,  that  ground  was  fatal  to  such  testimony.      It 
was  evident  that  Mrs.  Clarke  came  forward  under  angry  impressions,  and  a 
witness  so  coming  forward,  could  not  be  perfecily  credible;  that  Is  could  not 
be  unsuspected.     To  what  extent,  then,  was  I\Irs.  Clarke's  testimony  corrobo- 
rated ?     As  to  her  influence  over  the  Duke  of  York,'  it  was  proved  sufficiently  ; 
but  in  connecting  him  with  her  corrupt  dealings,   Miss  Taylor  was  the  only 
corroborating  evidence;    othere  could  only  go  to  establish  the  fact  of  certain 
appointments  having  taken  place;  she  alone  went  to  prove  the  incitement  of 
corrupt  motives.     He  confessed  that  there  did  not  appear  to  him  any  evidence 
agamst  Miss  Taylor's  veracity  ;  (Hcar\)  but  her  evidence  was  of  the  weakest 
.  gprt;  it  was  a  narrative  of  a  conversation ;    nor  could  they  be  quite  sure  thut 
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that  confirmatorv  aid  was  true;  it  struck  him  at  first,  t!i,at  Mi^s  Taylor  might 
not   have    recollected    the    conversation    distinctly  ;   that  resfncrn>5    Colonel 
French  must  have  had  some  reference  to  a   former  tranS;^.cUoii ;    but   Colonel. 
French  had  fuliilleil  every  iota  ofhis  engagement;  her  answer,  therefore,  say-"^ 
int^,  "  middling,   not   very    well,"  could  not  apply  to  the  transaction  of  the 
(evy.     So  far  from  CiCting  otherwise  than  well,  he  was  actually  in  considerable 
advance  ;  instead  of  the  500/.  the  original  sum,  he  had  paid  850/.     He  co'.!ld 
see  a  reason   for  this  conduct.     Colonel  Frcncli   might  have  believed  that  it 
would  be  necessary  for  him  to  appeal  to  her  influence  again,  and  on  that  ac- 
count might  be  more  willing  to  submit  to  her  demands;  and  tlie  probability 
of  his  being  obliged  to  call  upon  her  again,  was  strengthened  by  the  circum- 
stance of  the  levy   turning  out  to  be  unsuccessful.     The  inference  which  iie 
drew  from  all  this  was  not  that  the  confirmatory  evidence  of  Miss  Taylor  was 
false,  but  that  it  v.^s  not  str.ong  enough  to  prevent  doubt,  and  that  doubt  must 
lead  to  acquittal.     It  was  manifest,  that  promotions   were  forwarded  witliout 
the  regular  routine,  or  that  sort  of  recommendation  which -wa?  usual  in  such 
cases;    but  then  there  was  no  reason  to  conclude  that  the  Duke  of  York  was 
privy  to  it;    tiiere  wis  no  reason  offered  to  connect  the  matter  with  him; 
<hey  might  have  been  appointed,  not  only  without  his  knowledge  that  the  in- 
lluence  under  which  they   were  appointed   was  unjust,  but  even  without  his 
suspicion.      With  respect  to  the  corroborative  testimony  in  favour  of  Mrs. 
Clarke's  evidence,  there  were  two  cases  before  the  House;  the  one  respecting 
the  exchange,  the  other  the  levy ;  he  asked,  whether  these  two  casp« 
constituted  the  numbers  set  forth  in  the  address.?     If  ihey  had  before 
them  a  oreat  number  of  instances   of  promotions,  out  of  the   regular 
course,  negociated  by  her,    and   all   of  them  successful,  then   there 
would  be  some  grounds  to  decide  upon;  but  the  less  the  number,  the 
less  the  probability  of  her  influence,  and  the  Duke's  guilt. 

\^,  as  a  judge,  he  had  been  addressing  a  jury,  under  such  circum- 
stances, he  would  declare   that   there  were  not  grounds  sufiicient  to 
justify  their  verdict ;  if  he  had  great  doubts  of  Mrs.  Clarke's  evidence, 
he  would  say  that  he  was  not  able  to  come  to  a  decision,  but  he  would 
*ay  that  he  had  grounds  for    standing  neuter,  or  calling  for  a  farther 
investigation.     It  was   a  contradiction  in   terms  for  a  man  to  say  that 
he  was  uncertain  whether  he  believed  her  evidenceor  nor,  and  jet  act 
as  if  he  had  believed  it.     The  House   should  observe  her  general  de- 
clarations in  contradicfion  to  her  specific  charges  against  the  Duke  of 
York.     [Here  the  hon.  member  read  parts  of  her  evidence,  in  which 
she  stated  her  constant  applications  to  the  Duke  of  York,  and   his 
favourable  reception  of   them.]     In  the  first  place  she  stated  ihat  she 
did  not  commence  that  species  of  traffic  till  the  period  of  her  distresses 
in  Gloucester-place;   but   it  appeared  that  she  had  been  engaged  in  it 
in  Febniarv,    1 804.     She  had  said  that  that  traffic  was  to  relieve  his 
Royal  HighncbS  from  the  cx})enses  of  her  establishment,  but  that  end 
was  not  answered  ;  they  ought  to  rake  along  with  them  what  she  had 
said,  that  the  Duke  of  York  was  in  the  utmost  distress  all  that  while, 
that  he  could  not  give  her  even  100/.     Was  it  not   wonderful   then 
that  he  did  not  ask  her,  *'  Prav,  Mrs.  Cla'ke,  what  have  vou  done 
with  all  the  money   you  received   for  the  commissions  I  gave  you?" 
Besides,  if  ihe  Duke  of  York  did  a«ve   his  authority,  and  mention 
what  recommendations  were   proper  and  what  not,  she  could  never 
have  failed;  but  it  was  plajn  that  she  met  with  delays  and  failures  in 
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the  case -of  Colonel  French's  levy;  in  the  case  of  Major  Tonyn  there 
was  much  delay,  though  the  Duke  of  York,  with  one  dash  of  his 
pen,  could  have  dispatched  ihem  at  once,  and  that  too  without  any 
danger  to  hirnself.  It  was  also  evident  to  every  one  that  Mrs.  Clarke 
was  in  a  miserable  state  of  ignorance  respecting  the  Commander  in 
Chief '-e  office;  her  letters  upon  all  subjects  connected  with  it  were 
filled  with  perpetual  blunders,  though  she  represented  herself  as  in 
the  habit  of  daily  conversations  with  him  on  these  subjects,  and  on 
the  business  of  that  ofEce ;  she  had  always  some  excuse  to  account 
for  her  failures,  she  knew  how  likely  they  were  to  occur,  and  was 
provided  against  them.  With  respect  to  the  case  of  Major  Shaw, 
there  was  nothing  delivered  in  the  evidence,  but  what  tended  to  raise  a 
considerable  suspicion  of  the  veracity  of  Mrs.  Clarke's  story  about 
that  affair.  She  had  taken  upon  herself  to  say,  the  Duke  of  York 
told  her  all  along  that  Shaw  was  a  very  bad  man  ;  and  yet,  if  we  can 
credit  her,  we  are  ip  believe  the  Duke  had  no  mind  at  all  of  his  own, 
but  the  moment  Mrs.  Clarke  recommended,  there  was  instant  promo- 
tion. In  the  case  now  before  the  House,  he  conceived  they  had  not 
a  discretionary  power.  As  far  as  he  was  able  to  form  a  judgment  upon 
the  question,  it  did  not  appear  the  Duke  of  Yoik  had  ever  permitted 
those  transactions  upon  which  was  instituted  the  present  procedure. 
He  could  not  but  admit,  there  was  great  reason  to  regret  the~Dui;e 
had  ever  suffered  Mrs.  Clarke  to  open  her  lips,  or  say  a  single  word 
on  military  affairs. — At  the  same  time,  we  ought  not  t>o  exclude  from 
our  consideration,  that  Mrs.  Clarke  h-^  I  appeared  to  be  acquainted 
with  persons  of  the  greatest  respectability,  and  thereby  the  Duke  of 
York  was  probably  mistaken  about  her  character.  Dr.  O'Meara's 
case  had  incurred  much  animadversion,  and,  although  it  did  not  apply 
to  the  army,  or  army  promotions,  still  he  was  not  disposed  to  contend 
it  ought  to  be  entirely  excluded  from  their  consideration.  After  ad- 
verting to  the  observations  made  by  different  individuals  in  the  House, 
during  the  course  of  the  present  discussion,  regarding  the  sense  of  the 
people,  he  thought  it  the  duty  of  every  member  to  investigate  the 
evidence  before  them  with  the  utmost  coolness  and  deliberation ;  to 
attend  to  the  truth  only,  and  examine  according  to  the  best  of  their 
judgment,  and  then  there  could  net  exist  a  doubt  but  their  decision 
w.ould  be  satisfactory  to  the  country. 

Sir  Samuel  RoMiLLY  said,  he  considered  it  his  duty  to  trouble 
the  House  upon  this  important  occasion  with  a  few  observations,  la 
doing  so  he  should  consider  this  case  in  a  different  point  of  view  from 
any  member  of  the  profession  to  which  he  had  the  honour  to  belong, 
and  who  had  preceded  him  in  the  debate.  However,  he  would  not 
find  it  necessary  to  enter  minutely  into  all  the  evidence  affecting  the 
question  now  before  the  House.  The  Chancillor  of  the  Exchequer 
had  gone  the  length  of  making  a  proposition,  that  the  testimony  ad- 
duced did  not  go  to  prove  there  was  either  corruption,  or  any  con- 
nivance at  that  corruption,  by  the  Commander  in  Chief ;  but  such  a 
proposition  was  not  in  the  present  instance  calculated  to  produce  his 
own  assent.  This  question,  in  its  original  state,  was  different  from 
its  present  condition,  for   the  hon.  mover  proposed  an  address  to  his 
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Majesty  upon  the  subject,  stating  the  existence  of  certain  corrupt 
practices,  and  the  connivance  of  his  Royal  Highness  at  the  same;  this 
was  succeeded  by  an  amendment,  proposed  by  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer,  and  another  by  an  hon.  gentleman  on  the  same  side  of 
the  House  with  himself,  (Mr.  Banks).  Some  doubt  was  stated,  how 
far  it  was  the  province  of  the  Commons  to  proceed  concerning  his 
Royal  Highness's  conduct;  but  could  it  be  in  any  way  questionable, 
when  it  might  be  expedient  to  remove  a  great  man  from  any  important 
and  official  situation,  but  the  House  of  Commons  were  very  correct 
in  taking  the  step  they  had  done  by  the  present  proceeding?  He 
would  express  very  shortly  his  opinion  on  the  subject.  In  that  House 
some  degree  of  mistake  manifested  itself  during  the  discussion.  It 
seemed  to  be  understood  they  had  to  come  to  a  decision  there  upon 
the  guilt  or  innocence  of  the  Duke  of  York,  But  they  had  no  decision 
to  make,  nor  was  any  decision  proposed  on  the  question,  whether  the 
Duke  was  guilty  or  not.  Charges  were  ceitainiy  brought  before  the 
House,  and  they  were  bound  to  come  to  a  decision  on  those  charges, 
which  was  consistent  with  their  proceedings.  On  this  occasion  it  had 
also  been  said,  a  speedy  decision  ought  to  be  adopted,  in  justice  to  his 
Royal  Highness,  but  the  letter  ol  the  Duke  also  deprecates  their  coming 
to  any  decision;  still  he  could  not  help  animadverting  upon  the  impro- 
priety of  sending  such  a  letter  to  the  House  of  Commons.  It  was  the 
production  of  evil  and  injudicious  counsellors;  for  his  part  he  felt  ex- 
tremely sorry,  and  if  he  were  to  utter  his  real  sentiments  on  the  occa- 
sion, he  had  to  lament  the  existence  of  such  an  injudicious  proceeding. 
He  wished  it  could  be  expunged  from  the  Journals,  and  that  it  could 
he  blotted  out  of  our  remembrance  for  ever. — (Hear!  hear !) — [The 
hon.  and  learned  member  here  read  that  part  of  the  Duke's  letter  to  the 
House  of  Commons,  where  he  deprecates  their  decision.]  Certainly 
the  question  for  their  determination  was  not  whetlier  there  was  corrup- 
tion or  connivance  by  the  Commander  in  Chief,  in  the  course  of  these 
transactions?  Their  consideration  ought  to  be  drawn  to  whether  or 
not  there  was  ground  to  charge  bim  generally  ?  He  did  nor,  after 
having  carefully  examined  the  whole  of  the  evidence,  find  himself 
warranted  in  saying  there  was  no  ground  to  support  distinct  charge$ 
against  the  Duke  of  York,  neither  did  he  feel  disposed  to  admit  there 
was  no  truth  in  the  evidence.  If  he  referred  himself  to  the  testimony 
given  by  Mrs.  Clarke,  he  was  induced  to  suppose  some  credit  was  due 
to  her ;  hdfdid  not  mean  thereby  to  say  that  credit  was  due  to  her  in 
every  thing.  In  this  discussion,  argurnents  had  been  used,  and 
opinionfi  pronounced,  respecting  the  evidence  of  accomplices.  On 
this  subject  he  was  bound  to  declare  it  to  be  the  law  of  the  land,  that 
the  testimony  of  an  accomplice  ought  to  be  received,  and,  if  cor- 
roborated by  a  single  circumstance,  might  convict  a  man  of  a  capiral 
crime.  In  a  case  of  a  robbery  by  three  persons,  the  fact  was,  the 
man  lobbed,  though  he  saw  there  were  three  robbers,  vet  it  was  so 
dark,  he  had  not  an  opportunity  of  discovering  their  faces,  or  any 
remarkable  circumstance  about  them,  by  which  he  could  identify  tlieir 
persons;  yet,  upon  the  trial,  one  of  the  robbers  gave  evidence  against. 
the  other  two^  and  hi?  testimony  was  only  corroborated  so  far  that  his 

relation 


648 

relation  of  the  circumstances  of  the  robbery,  and  that  of  the  gentleman 
robbed,  agreed  together:  at'thesame  time  nothing  was  broug'ichome 
to  the  conviction  of  the  two  men,  but  by  the  evidence  of  this  accom- 
uHce.  The  case  was  reserved  for  the  opinion  of  the  twelve  judges, 
-who  afterwards  pronounced  the  evidence  to  be  good  and  legal,  and 
the  conviction  right.  There  was  another  case  at  the  Old  Bailey, 
where  ilie  evidence  of  an  accomplice,  with  an  equally  small  portion 
of  corroborative  testimony,  convicted  the  prisoner,  and  where  also 
the  question  was  reserved  for  the  twelve  judges,  upon  which  they  de- 
livered a  similar  opinion.  Many  observations  had  been  applied  to 
those  instances  oF  contradiction  which  appeared  in  Mrs.  Clarke's 
evidence,  and  he  would  allow  if  a  witness  in  a  court  of  justice  were 
to  be  guilty  of  palpable  contradiction,  even  in  a  very  imrnaterial  part 
of  his  testimony,  siill  he  would  not  be  entitled  to  credit  in  the  rest  of 
his  evidence.  Notwithstanding  it  appeared  to  him  some  distinction 
was  due  to  witnesses,  wliether  they  delivered  their  evidence,  not  upon 
oath,  as  was  the  case  in  that  House,  or  they  were  regularly  sworn,  as 
in  courts  of  justice.  In  point  of  strict  morality,  no  diflference  existed^ 
but  circumstances  would  always  have  siifficient  weight  with  the  general 
part  of  society  ;  the  solemnity  of  a  court,  and  the  form  of  an  oath, 
must  be  supposed  to  make  considerable  impression.  Yet  he  was  noc 
inclined  to  condemn  or' to  say  the  evidence  ought  to  be  invalidated, 
because,  when  a  witness  is  called  before  a  large  assembly,  she  chooses, 
in  a  part  very  immaterial,  to  endeavour  to  conceal  where  she  lives. 
Mrs.  Clarke's  testimony  was  given  at  the  Bar  under  very  unfavourable 
circumstances :  there  was  a  looseness  and  a  levity  in  her  behaviour, 
still  she  was  fully  impressed  that  she  might  suffer,  if  her  testimony 
were  wrong;  therefore  there  was  considerable  weight  resting  upon 
the  whole  of  her  evidence.  In  general,  great  objections  affected  the 
case,  but  they  were  not  sufficient  to  set  aside  her  testimony;  and 
thouoh  it  was  admitted  there  was  considerable  contradiction,  yet  he 
formed  his  judgment  upon  the  whole  of  the  evidence  taken  collectively. 
He  was  free  to  acknowledge  that  Mrs.  Clarke  came  to  state  a  story 
which  on  its  face  might  seem  improbable,  and  this  grounded  merely 
upon  her  testimony  and  that  of  Miss  Taylor.  This,  however,  she 
did,  without  the  possibility  of  knowing  what  other  testimony  there 
might  be,  either  in  corroboration  or  contradiction  of  it ;  notwithstand- 
ing which,  two  parcels  of  letters  had  been  produced,  the  one  coming 
from  Kennctt,  the  other  from  Nicholls;  on  the  production  of  which 
her  testimony  had  been  in  a  great  degree  confirmed.  It  had  also  been 
asserted,  that  she  was  the  less  to  be  believed,  inasmuch  as  she  came 
forward  to  give  her  evidence  in  the  light  of  a  prosecutor;  but  neither 
was  this  assertion  better  founded  than  the  others,  as  it  had  been  dis- 
tinctly stated  by  a  noble  lord  in  what  manner  she  had  been  found  out 
and  bfouglit  forward.  In  this  part  of  the  case  there  were  two  points 
particularly  to  be  attended  to  ;  the  one  was  the  evidence  of  Miss  Tay- 
lor, the  other  the  note  found  at  Capt.  Sandon's.  With  respect  to  the 
former,  it  had  been  objected  to  the  character  of  one  connected  as  she 
was,  affecting  to  keep  a  school.  This  objection  he  considered  as  al- 
together trifling  ;  on  the  contrary,  the  fact  was  rather  an  evidence  of 
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the  goodness  of  her  character,  at  least  with  the  parents  of  the  children 
committed  to  her   care,  insomuch   as  they  had  ail   withdrawn    them 
since  the  period  of  her  unfortunate  examination.     But  what  interest 
could  she  possibly  have  in  coming  forward  tor  the  purpose  of  giving 
a  false  testimony  ?     Could  she  be  supposed,  merely  from  the  circum- 
stance of  her  acquaintance  with,  or  even  obhgation  to,   Mrs.  Clarke, 
to  be  guilty  of  a  crime,  which   morally  speaking,  although    without 
the  sanctity  of  an  oath,   was  equal  to  perjury?  and  was  it  therefore  to 
be  imagined   her  communication   was  to  have  no   weight,  especially 
wjien  balanced  a.gainst  the  obvious  danger  of  giving  evidence  against 
so   great  a  character  as   his  Royal  Highness  ?     Would  any  court   of 
justice,  he  would  ask,   weigh    for  a  single  moment   such  objections  ? 
If  then,  credit  was   to  be  .given  to  her  testimony,  what  did  it  amount 
to?     It  was  argued,  and  that  gravely,  that  the  question  stated  by  her 
to   have   been   put  by   the   Duke   to  Mrs.    Ciajke,  respecting  Major 
French,   "  How   does   he   behave   to  you,   my  darling  ?"  meant  only 
.whether  he  had  been  troublesome  to  her  as  he  had  been   to  himself. 
Why,  if  that  were  the  true  interpretation,  what  had  he  to  do,  but  to 
desire  her  to  shut  her  doors  against  him  !     But   if  it   was  taken  in  a 
more    natural   and    obvious  meaning,  whether    he  had  been  properly 
liberal  towards  her,   this  would  naturally  and  easily  explain  the  whole 
transaction.     But  it  v/as  agreed  how  improbable  she  should  recollect  a 
single  conversation,  and  at  such  a  distance  of  time  ;  it  should,   how- 
ever, be  remembered  she   had  stated,  that  not  being  acquainted  wiili 
the  name  of  Major  French  before  then,  and  observing  an  air  of  mystery, 
she  had  had,  therefore,  her  attention  drawn  to  the  circumstance. — The 
next  point  was  that  of  the  note  found  at  Captain  Sandon's,  as  shewn 
to  Captain  Tonyn.     Of  the  truth  of  that  letter  he  professed  not  to  en. 
tertain  the  smallest  doubt.     If  he   were  acting  under  the  solemn  obli- 
gation of  a  juror,  and  that  the  life  of  a  prisoner  was  to  be  the  stake, 
he  would  have  no  hesitation  in  finding  it  to  be  original  ;  he  could  h.ave 
no  doubt  on  the  evidence.     He  considered  it  as  not  treating  the  Duke 
fair,  to  assert  his  Royal  Highness  had  avowed  he  had  never  written 
it. — This   must  have   been  before  the  note   itself  had  been  produced  ; 
and  if  the  note  itself  had  been  produced,  he  would  have  been  as  much 
surprised  as  any  of  them  at  its  existence.     He  had  known  instances  in 
which  proofs  had  been  attempted,  by  comparison  of  hands,  to  establish 
that  a  paper  was  written  by  a  person  ;  but  never  before  had  he  known 
an  attempt,  by  such  a  mode  of  proof,  to  establish  that  a  paper  was  not 
written  ;  and  he  only  regretted  he  had   not  divided  the  House  on   the 
admission  of  such  testimony,  as  he  was  confident  that,  however  he 
might  be  in  a  large  minority,  he  would  have  every  professional  gentle- 
man in  the  House  on  his  side.     The  note  itself  was  evidently  written 
in  haste,  and   as    an    answer  to  one   written   to  him  upon  business. 
**  I  have  received  your  note,  and  Tonyn's  business  shall  remain  as  it 
is ;"  that  is,  it  is  my  pleasure  it  shall   be  so,  in  consequence  of  the 
note  I  have  just  received  from  you.     He  was.  not  called  on  to  say  this 
was  connivance,  but  only  he  could  not  say   there  is  no  ground  to 
charge  the  Duke  with  the  offence;  and  this  the  more  especially  as  his 
i^oyal  Highness  was  not.lhere  in  person,  and  upon  proper  investiga- 
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tion  he   may  Idc  provei]  wholly  innocent  of  the  charge.     The  next 
ciuestion  for  their  consideration   was,   whether,  in   the   event  of  their 
not  adopting  tiie  resolutions   of  the  right  hon.- gentleman  (Mr,  Perce- 
vval)  they  should  vote  an  arldress  to  his  iNlnjesty,   prayino   the  removal 
of  his  Royal  Highness?     Upon   this  head    it  had   been  asked,  would 
thcv  proceed  to  adopt  the  measure  of  praying  fov  his  removal  without 
trial  and  conviction?     This  he  considered  as  unconstitutional  language. 
Would  they  suffer  even  ministers   to    remain   in    power   till   they   had 
imdere;one  \\\tformula  of  conviction?      Had  not  tiiat  House  proceeded 
to  calf  for   the  removal   of  ministers,   particularly  of  Lord  Melville, 
without  conviction,  2nd  even  that  for  'an    offence   committed   in  his 
former  office?     The  House  had  even  proceeded  to  expel  its  own  mem- 
bers ;  and  y^r,  forsootli,   they  are  not  to  address  for  a  removal,    with- 
out a  previous  conviction,  and  all  tiiis  because  they  could  not  examine 
witnesses" upon  oath.     Would -thev    not    put   the  Duke   on  the  same 
footing  with  any  ojjier  nohicman  ?     Because,  if  peiS(^ns  of  the  higj\est 
rank  would  accept  tjf  official  stations,   ih-ey   must   rake   thcni'wnii  all 
their  responsibility.      If,  then,  it  appeared  tliat  his  piedeccssot,  or  any  ■ 
')ther  in  ti^.at   high  station,  had  publicly  kept  a  mistress,  ar>d  that  slie 
Jiad  corrupily  taken  money  as  a  matter  of  public  notoriety;  if  he  wert* 
even  to -go  out  of  his  way  to  solicit  places  for  the  unworthy,  in  other 
offices  than  his  own,  were  they  ready  to  say  the  eNtstei;)ce  of  such  evil.-i 
was  not  ground  sutticient  to  justify  them  in  going  up  to  the  throne,  and 
sayinoj  the  army  was  not  safe  under  such  a  comtnander?      Shall  it  be 
said  at  onemoment  that  they   should  tieat  his  Royal  [highness  in  the, 
same   manner  as  they   would  any  other  subject  ?     And  shall  they  be 
toid  the  next  moment^  will  you   run  the  risk  of  alteration  in  the  suc- 
cession to  the  throne?      For  his  part,  he  was,  he  believed,  of  all  men, 
tlic  least  to  be  governed  by  popular  opinion;  still  he  felt,  that,  under 
the  circumstances  in  which  they  were  placed,  they  should  be  peculiarly 
careful  of  their   proceedings,  -after  inviting,  as  it  were,  the  public  to 
canvass  their  conduct,  by  tiic  mode  of  proceeding  they  liad  thiGUghtiit 
to  adopt.     1'hus  situated,  they  s-hould  be  careful  of  tlieconse<iuences, 
if  they  were  found  to  differ  in  the  concl'jsion»  to  be  drawn  from  these 
prcceedinss.     Fie  had  every  consideration  for  the  feeliniis  of  the  Royal 
.Family,  bat  he  liad   more  tor  the  character   of  that  House  with  the 
public.     If  it  sliould   once   go    forth   to  the  world,  that  that  House 
heard  of  corruption  with  Indiflerence,  if  they  should  ever  lose  the  con- 
Hdence  of  their  constituents,  there  was   no  savincr  bow  far- spread,  or 
how  fatal  might  be  the  consequences.     With   re^^pect    to  hiir.self,  ho 
never  gave  a  vote  with  more  deep  reluctance,  and  wished  he  could  say 
there   was  no  ground   for   accu<fation.     He   might  reasonably  expect 
some  share  of  prosperity,  but  in  perilous  times  like  these  there  was  no- 
knowing   what   vicissitudes  awaited  us  ;  but,  happen  what  would,  he 
could  hope  for  no  possible  advantagp  from  tl>e   vote  he   should  then 
give,  wjiich  was  for  the  original  address. 

The  House  adjourned  at  h;^lf- past  Three  o'clock. 
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Tuesday,  March   W, 

Tl\c  OrvkT  of  the  Dny  wns  ivad  for  re.>umii)iT  (ho  luljournecl  dehatt-  upon  thr 
rhargc'S  against  ills  Koval  Highness,  aiidthe  Speaker  "again  slated  the  qnesliou 
before  the  ilouse,  on  the  original  motion  lor  an  Address,  and  the  two  amend- 
ments as  subseciuently  proposed. 

Mr.  C.  Williams  \Vy.\ne  then'  rose;  he  said,  that,  late  as  it  was  last  night, 
when  t'lie  hoii.   and  learned  genllemaii  mIjo  closed  the  d.ebate  hud /inisliedj'  it 
was  his  wish  to  oiler  a  lew  ol)serYations  on  what  had  fallen,  but  he  had  frivon 
way  to  the  impatience  of  the  House.     It  had  been  observed   by  the  Teamed 
gentleman,    that  tlie  House  was  in  that  situatioji,  that  it  was  dillicult  for  then) 
to  understand  wliether  they  should  say  aye  or  no,  amidst  Ihe  various,  questions 
for  their  decision  ;  it  was,  however,  somewhat  od<i,  that  what  he  se'eiiied  to 
know  in  four  minutes,  the  Housti  should  not  be  able  to  comprehend  in  fv^.a- 
days;  for  Jiis  part,  he  saw  no  other  mode  they  could  adopt  but  tiiat  by  address. 
If  the-niotion  to  retain  the  words  of  tiie  original  adch-ess  were  carried'in  the  af- 
firmative, they  must  then  take  it  entire^,  or  reject  it  altogether;  and  tlien,  in  the 
latter  case,  it  would  be  competent  for' any  one  to  otier  such  other  measure  as 
he  shouUl  think  fit.     Besides,  the  objection  wou'ld  equallv  apply  to  the  motion 
of    the    right    hon.  gentleman,    who  might  have  endeavoured'to  negative  tiic 
original  motion,  or  have  moved  the  previous  question  on  it,  aiid  tlien  have 
offered  his  own  proposition  in  lieu  of  it.   The  learned  gentlt^man  had  also  stated 
that  they  ought  to  come  to  the  preliminary  resolution  before  they  finally  de- 
''cided  on  the  main  question.     He  conceived  it  extraordinary  the  learned  o-en- 
tlem-an  should  hold  them  bound  to  one  course  only,  when  thev  were  certainly 
at  liberty  to  take  any  they  sho\ild  -think  fit."     Indeed  he  had  an  intention,  un*. 
'less  their  vote  should  render  it  unnecessary,  to  m.ove  a  resolution,  '*  that  it  is 
strictly  consonant  with  the  ])rivileges  of  that  House,  after  discussing  the  con- 
d.uct  of  any  of  His  Majesty's  Ministers,  to  act  for  tliemselves  on  tliat  discus- 
sion, witiiout  referring  the  motion  to  any  other  body  whatsoever."     Aiid  for 
this  there  wqre  many  precedents,  particularly  the  ca'se  of  the  Duke  of  Lau- 
derdale, for  whose  removal  they  had  addressed  the  Throne.     "With  respect  to 
the  necessity  of  previous  conviction,  in  order  to  removal,   he  could  see  no  dis- 
tinction between  a  servant  of  the  public  and  that  of  an  individual;  would  any 
one  say,  in  the  latter  case,  you  must  try  and  convict  before  you  could  have  'a 
right  to  discharge?     Even  in  proceedings  in  courts  of  justice,  and  with  evi- 
dence upon  oath,  although  there  might  not  be  sullicient  to  convict,  yet  thei-e 
might  be  such  suspicious  circumstances  as  to  render  the  accused  unlit  to  be  re- 
tained in  a  former  situation.     In  proceedings  by  impeachment,,  some  deviation 
had  taken  place  from  former  proceedings.     The  old  law  on  this  subject  was 
that  the  person  was  accused  gener^illy  of  having  misdemeaned  himself  in  his 
ofiice,  and  the  several  articles  exhibited  on  that  occassion  were  considered  as  so 
many  overt  acts,  which  went  to  support  the  general  charge.     But  this  practice 
had  been  changed    of    late  years,  particularly  in  the   case   of  Mr.  Hastin"-s, 
Nvherein  the   High   Court  of  Parliament  had   decided  upon   each   individual 
C'^harge,  instead   of  drawing  a  general  conclusion.     To  apply  this,  the  case  of 
S.  Carter  may  be  thought  \\'rong  in  itself,  and  yetjiot  afford  ground  sufiiciently 
strong,  whereon  to  found  a  verdict  of  guilty;     If,  then,  there  were  fifty  such, 
each  of  them  would  fail  individually,  although  on  the  whole,  as  taken  together. 
His  Royal  Highness  might  be  thought  to  have  misdemeaned  himself/   'Tlure 
was  a  charge,  which,  in  his  judgment,  was  by  far  the  heaviest  of  any  other, 
and  yet  it  was  one  which  could  not  be  made  the  ground  of  complaint,  inasmuch 
as  it  was  incomplete.     He  alluded  to  the  negociation  of  the  loan  with  Kennelt. 
If  that  transaction  had  been  brought  to  a-conchision  by  the  meditated  appoint- 
ment of  Kennett,  that  would  clearly  and  incontestibly  prove  the  charge  of  cor- 
tuption.     In  the  first  instance,  he  Avas  referred  to  Colonel  Taylor,  the  Duke's 
secretary;  on  the  second  interview  he  made  application  for  a  place,  upon  the 
recommendation  of  Sir  Horace  Mann,  over  whom,  as  a  notorious  monev-len- 
der,  he  might  be  fairly  presumed  to  have  an  interest.     The  Duke  upon  this  ap- 
plies in  his  favour  for  the  place  of  Collector  of  the  Customs  at  Surinam;     Now 
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this  application  was  either  made  out  of  extraordinary  regard  for  Sir  Horace 
Mann,  or  else  he  applied  for  what  he  himself  was  interested  in  the  procure-^ 
ment  of.     Can  the  former  be  rationally  supposed  ?     What  in  that  case  ,would 
have  been  the  natural  conduct  of  the  Duke  ?     Would  he  not  have  absolutely 
j-efused  to  suffer  the  application  for  the  place  and  the  negociation  of  the  loan 
'for  himself  to  go  on  together?     But  yet  the  thing  did  go  forward,   until   it  was 
discovered  that  Kennett  was  an  infamous  character,  and  in  fact  wholly  unable 
to  procure  the  loan  he  had  promised.     This  then  was  a  transaction,    Mhich, 
taken  alone,  was  sufficient  to  render  the  Duke  wholly  unfit  to  fill  the  station  of 
Commander  in  Chief.     He   did  not  mean  to  go  distinctly  through  the  other 
charges;  but,  thinking  as  he  did,  that  Mrs.  Clarke  was  neither  so  bad  nor  so 
incredible  as  she  had  been  endeavoured  to  be  represented,  yet  suppos'.ng  her 
testimony  to  be  wholly  expunged,  as  it  was  contended  it  should  be,  tiiere  re- 
mained the  charge  of  corruption  sufficiently  proved  by  the  evidence  of    Miss 
Tavlor ;  this  he  considered  a  ground  of  considerable  weight.     The  learned 
gefitleman  (Mr.  Perceval)  had  observed,  there  was  great  indignation  expressed 
bv  this  side  of  the  House,  when  she  was  asked  the  names  of  her  father  and  her 
mother?  That  was  not  so.     The  indignation  they  had  felt  a:id  expressed,  was 
at  the  subsequent  questions  relative  to  her  mother  being  conlined  in  the  Fleet 
Prison,  thereby  exposing  her  illegitimacy ;  and  he  firmly  believed,  that  if  the 
right  honourable  gentleman  (Mr.  Perceval)  had  paused  before  he  put  the  ques- 
tion, he  would  have  abstained  from  it,  v.hen  the  question  could  have  no  pos-i  ^ 
sible  etf  ect  one  way  or  the  other,  especially  if  he  had  asked  liimself,  would  not 
siich  a  question  be  likely  to  ruin  a  strugghng  girl,  and  bring  down  her  creditors 
on  her?  as  in  fact  it  had  since  done'.     It  had  been  objected  to  a  noble  lord 
(Folkstone)  that  he  had  questioned  Nicholls  whether  he  had  not  been  cliarged 
with  forging  a  will — he  had  done  no  sucli  thing  ;  but  even  if  he  had,  how  great 
was  the  ditiference?     The  one  was  a  question*  to  a  matter  of  fact,  while  the 
other  was  only  whetlier  a  charge  was  made,  how(?v^er  untruly,  and>  in  truth, 
was  every  day's  practice  in  every  court  of  justice.     Independent,  however, 
of  these,  there  appeared  in  evidence  no  less  than  six  instances  in  which  the 
Duke  of  York  had  suffered  Mrs.  Clarke  to  interfere.     To  gay  nothing  of 
French's  case,  there  was  that  of  Gen.  Clavering,  wherein  it  appears  that  the 
Duke  allowed  her  to  interpose  for  the  procurement  of  a  regiment.     Instead  of 
expressing  anger  at  such  a  proceeding,  he  contented  himself  with  merely^  say- 
ing there  was  no  regiment  to  be  procured.     In  Tonyn's  case,  there  wa9  the 
evidence  of  the  note  at  length;  however  strongly  proved,  it  was  still  consi- 
dered as  doubtful  by  the  right  hon.   gentleman   (Mr.  Perceval) ;  a  doubt  he 
considered  as  the  more  extraordinary,  after  the  instance  he  witnessed  of  a 
learned  Judge,  (Johnson,  of  the  Irish  Bench)  in  which  that  gentleman  had  cout 
tended  for  a  conviction,  grounded  merely  upon  a  comparison  of  hands.     By 
the  evidence  of  this  note,  it  clearly  appeared  she  had  not  been  checked  as  she 
ought  to  have  been,  for  her  improper  interference.     I'he  next  case  was  tliat  of 
S.  Carter.     It  seemed  to  be  the  wish  of  some  gentlemen  to  put  tiiis  case  out 
of  the  question,  inasmuch  as  he  having  now  served  four  years,  and  with  credit 
to  himself,  the  original  degradation  had  been  'washed  away.     Tjiis  doctrine 
may 'd(f  very  well  in  novels  and  romances;  but  even  in  these,  is  the  advance- 
ment of  the  favourite  hero  made  to  depend  on  such  a  woman  as  this;  is  it  not 
rather  always  ov.ing  to  his  own  merit?     But  where  one  sees  him  serving  at  her 
ta'ole,  and  behind  her  carriage,  and  the  next  week  seated  at  the  same  table 
with  his    Colonel,  as  if  he    v.ere  his  own   son,  one  could  not  repress  the  in- 
clignatioji  such  a  measure  is  calculated  to  excite.     But  it  was  said  there  witt  a 
reduction  of  the  army  going  forward  at  the  period  he  was  first  recommiended, 
and  that  therefore  he  could  not  be  promoted ;  but  even  if  there  were,  ther^ 
were  also  promotions,  and  if  there  had  existed  the  desire  to  serve,  before  Mrs. 
Clarke  had  taken  him  up,  it  could  surely  have  been  done.     This  appeared  not 
only  by  her  testimony,  but  also  by  his  lett(;rs.     This  appeared  to  him  one  of 
tlie  heaviest  charges  that  had  been  brought  against  the  Duke,  as. evincing  the 
unbounded  influence  she  possessed   over  him,  to  do  any  thing  she  pleased, 
however  improper.     Of  the  case  of  Dr.  O'Meara,  ,he  would  say  nothing — it 
'  was  a  disgraceful  information,  and  he  would  pass  it  by  in  silence.     In  Dowler's 
c  ffe  he  was  ready  to  admit,  her  evidence  was  not  to  be  received  without  corro- 
boration ; 
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boratlon;  and  he,  for  one,  would  give  his  vote  wUliout  being  influenced  by  a 
word  of  her's.  How  did  Mr.  Dov.ier's  evidence  stand?  It  was  s.iid,  he  was 
her  paramour,  and  had  expended  huge  sums  of  money  on  her ;  and  that  here- 
fore  it  was  to  be  concluded  the  i 000/.  was  not  to  be  supposed  to  have  been 
given  for  his  appointment.  It  was  also  objected  to  his  testimony,  that  h^  had 
not  stated  his  having  slept  with  her.  But  what,  he  would  ask,  must  tl-.ose  feel- 
ings be,  tliat  could  state  such  circumstances,  except  tlie  question  was  put  so 
3irect,  that  he  could  not  avoid  a^isvvering?  and  even  it"  a  little  equivDciiiion  on 
the  subject  were  observed,  he  should  consider  it  as  in  some  degree  to  be  ex- 
cused. He  had  stated,  that  he  had  not  made  application  to  any  one  but  Mrs. 
Clarke;  it  certainly  was  odd,  if  the  fact  were  otherwise,  that  no  trace  what- 
ever was  to  be  found  among  tlie  papers  in  the  Treasury  of  such  application, 
either  by  Sir  Brook  WatsQn,  as  allege,-],  or  by  any  other  person;  not  to  men- 
tion the  circumstance  of  his  father  and  Sir  Brook  being  of  opposite  sides  in  po- 
litics. These,  then,  were  the  instances  of  improper  interference  allowed  oit 
the  part  of  Mrs.  Clarke:  and  if  any  one  should  be  found  in  future  in  the  like 
situation,  it  was  natural  to  suppose  that  the  oilicers  of  tliG  army  v.-ould  expect 
the  like  conduct;  the  consideration  was  not  so  much  as  to  the  past,  but  the  fu- 
ture ;  as  affording  encouragement  to  a  repetition  of  the  oftence.  It  v.as  iuid 
•His  Royal  Highness  was  so  thoroughly  sensible  of  his  conduct,  that  there  was 
no  danger  of  his  falling  into  the  like  cr^or;  for  his  part,  he  was  free  to  say,  he 
had  no  sucli  confidence;  upon  all  these  grounds  he  thought  the  address  wiu> 
ria,ht.  After  however  having  heard  evidence  at  their  bar,  and  after  every  de- 
fence tlie  activity  of  agents  and  the  zeal  of  counsel  could  devise,  it  washard 
to  say,  after  all  this,  that  they  should  be  called  on  to  bring  it  to  anotlier 
trial. 

Mr.  Croker  began  by  animiadverting  upon  wb.at  had  fallen,  last  nicht,  fro-.n 
an  hon.  baronet  opposite,-  who,  he  thought,  had  been  rather  profuse  and  indeli- 
cate in  his  admonition  to  certain  gentlemen  of  the  long  i:obe,  en  his  (the  Minis- 
terial) side  of  the  House.     If  he  were  to  presume,  on  his  part,  to  olier  an  advice, 
he  should  say,   that  although  he  had  often  heard  iliat  hon.  baronet  with  piei- 
sure  on  grave  and  serious  subjects,  yet,  bethought,  he  was  not  quite  so  su'-cess- 
ful  when  He   aimed   at  pleasantry.     The  crown  lawyers,  so   far  Ironi    being  in- 
conlpetent  to  judge  of  such  a  case  as  tlfis,  w^ere  unquestionably  tiie  most  lit  of 
all  others    in  judicial  matters,   even  in  that  House,   from  their  great  practices  in 
courts  of  law.     As  the  hon.  baronet  seemed  to  disapprove   of  tlie  crowii  law- 
yers expressing  their  opinions,  so  as  to  thwart  or  bias  the  sentiments  of  others, 
he  woilld  wish  to   ask  him,  wliether  it  was  not  also  probable,  that  he,  being   a 
candidate  for  a  seat  in  Parliament  in  the  manner  he  was,  would  not  be  equally  a 
means  of  influencing  and  biassing  his  opinion  upon  such  a  question  as  the  pre- 
sent ?     He  thought  he  was  more  likely  to  have  sound  judgment  and  argument 
from  those  who  had  practised  in  courts  of  law,  than  from  those  who  practised  at 
the  hustings  at  Brentford  and  Covent-Garden. — (a  vern  loud  launj:  /)  Gentle- 
men might  laugh  ;.  l>ut  although  he   spoke  thus  of  biassing  and  in^ueucing  {.he 
votes  of  the  Housse  by  a  free  statement  of  sentiments,  lie  washiot  Vain  enoug!i 
to  suppose  that  any  thing  he  could  say,  could  have  that  effect.    (Hear  !  bear  I) 
There  was  one  c^uestion  whicii  lie  wished  to  put  to  that  hon.  baronet,  arising 
from  what  the  witness  Donovan  had  stated,  and  to  that  he  shouW  wish  to  have 
an  answer.     Dono\^an  had  said  Mrs.  Chn^ke  had  informed  him,  that  the  hon. 
baronet  and  another  person  had  offered  her  money  for  the  production  of  tlie 
papers  and  letters  in  her  custody,  relative  to  these  charges.     He  was  not  at  first 
incliaed  to    believe  what  Donovan  had  so  stated  concerning  the   honourable 
baronet,  from  the  flippant  manner  in  which  that  witness  gave  \v>  evidence,  and 
his  willingness  to  blacken  Mrs*  Clarke's  character  ;  but  when  he  found  l\im  re- 
luctant to  state  that  circumstance  concerning  the  hon.  baronet,  he  was  the  more 
inclined  to  credit  him  throughout  all  his  testimony  ;  and  upon  tliat  point,  in  par- 
ticular, he  should  do  so,  until  he  heard  the  hon.  baronet  Jiimself  contradict  the 
assertion.     Mrs.  Clarke  had  stated  precisely  the  same  thing  in  her  letter  to  Mr. 
Adam,  except  that  she  does  not  name  the  gentlemen;  for  in  it  slie  had  stated 
that  unless  her  demands  were    complierl  with,   she   had  proinised    to   give  the 

and  that  those  grnthemeii  were 

:ke  at  co'-. 
siderabie 


papers  up  to  gentlemen,  and  not  to  puljlish-'^rs  ;  and  that  ihv'^se  grntli 
just  as  positive  us  the  Duke  of  York  himself.     Mr,  Croker  then  =:pcj 
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siderahle  length,  and  attempted  to  invalidate  tlie  testimom-  of  Mrs.  Clarke,  as 
well  as  of  all  the  other  witnesses  who  corroborated  her  testimony  against  the 
Di'.ke  of  .York  ;  and  concluded  with  stating,  that  lie  should  not'vote  for  any 
address  that  would  comproniise  the  opinion  ol  tlie  House.  He  Mas  sure  tivil  the 
House  was  much  involved  in  difiiculty,  by  the  number  of  motions  before  Ihem, 
and  that  none,  (not  even  excepting  the  Speaker  himsell)  could  know  what  was 
the  coui-se  most  proper  to  be  ^dopt.ed. — {Loud  cnj  of  order,  order  .') — He,  f(.r 
his  part,  th^uught  that  tiie  House  ought  lirst  to  come  to  a  decision  upon  a  simple 
question,  t!iat  shtjuld  entitle  them  to  sa>  aye  or  no  to  tlie  guilt  or  innocen<e  of 
tJie  lvo}aI  Duke  ;  and  that,  if  any  address  at  all  was  to  be  voted, "it  should  be  ii 
more  poiiited  address  than  any  jiroposed  address  of  condolence  and  congratula- 
iinn  to  His  Majesty  (Lau^^/dcr). — GeiUlemen  miglit  $lill  treat  his  sentiments 
wiih  ridicuic,  but  if  it  were  necessary  to  explain  his  meaning,  it  wa-^,  tluit  they 
should  not  only  condole  with  His  Majesty,  that  the  Duke  of  York  should  have 
formed  such  a  connection,  iiut  also  congratulate  our  Sovereign,  that  no  criniinal 
tniinivance  ccidd  attach  to  his  Koyal  Son  in  these  infamous  transactions.  lii>teatl 
(>r>uch  an  address,  the  o!ie  now  submitted  to  them  would  merelv  tend  to  skew; 
liiiitthe  House  of  Commons  were— 

'"'  "Wiiiiiig  to  wound,  and  yet  afraid  to  strike  ; 
"  Tlwy  hintui  fault,  and  hesitate  dislike." 

Sir  F.  Bi^RDF.TT,  in  explanation,  and  in  answer  to  thehonouralile  member's 
cjuei-tion,  said,  lie  should  always  feel  Iwmself  (juite  disposed  to  gratify  even  the 
curiositv  of  any  mem))er,  liowever  disorderly  it  might  be  to  put  such  oiiestions 
as  tiiat  now  put  to  hnn.  '^i'he  mode  of  pulling  that  quc-stion  to  liirn  inierred  al- 
jnosta  refusal  to  apply,  as  if  he  (Sir  F.  Burdett)  had  actuallv  retired  with  som.e 
i)fth.e  public  money  in  l;is  pocket,  or  th.at  he  had  been  concerned  in  giving 
u-.onev  to  conceal  a  great  public  grievance,  of  the  nature  comprised  in  the 
charges  now  before  them.  He  did  not,  however,  feel  disposed  t'y  reply  witl^ 
any  acrimony  i6  such  insinuations,  but  certainlv  onlv  with  a  view  to  satisfy  tlie 
honourable  gentleuian,  and  lie  had  therefore  to  state,  that  no  such  circumstance 
as  his  oiteririg  money  to  Mrs.  Clarke  did  ever  take  place, 

ISIe..  Hexry  Martin  said,  he  was  surprized  to  bear  a  right  hon.  and  learned 
f^enti'Miran  opposite  (the  Solicitor  General)  object  to  tiie  present  iMOceedings, 
upon  tlie  ground  th.at  the  House  of  Commons  had  no  riglit  to  be  sitjing  upon 
the  trial  of  a  person  in  the  Duke  of  York's  situation.  Did  that  learned  gentle- 
man not  know  that  the  House  of  Commons  stood  in  an  anomalous  situation  in 
such  cases  as  the  present?  They  did  not,  as  in  other  tribunal^,  act  l)y  any  jK.rti- 
cular  rules  as  to  evidence  ;  every  man  that  was  accused  by  them  stood  belore 
them  for  trial,  and  might  if  he  chose  c-ome  and  state  his  defence.  Yliey  had  all 
the  powers  that  could  be  comjjrised  in  a  puJilic  functionary,  for  wiiat  would  be 
their  use  iTthey  were  to  feel  themselves  fettered  as  a  grandjurv  ?  If  they  could 
nottthus  pass  sentence  of  condemnation  on  perL.ons  holding  hitjhand  respon'^ilde 
public  sHitations,  he  should  be  glad  to  know  v,\ion  what  principle  they  could 
act?  Upon  what  grotmd  could  the  King  dismiss  such  iudviduals  iVom  the  piildic 
service,  except  upon  evidence  adduced  before  the  House  of  Commonsr  'I'liis 
V. as  not  a  novel  case,  for  there  had  occurred  repeatedlv  precederits  to  justify 
tiicir  present  Gor.duct.  He  might  refer  the  rigiit  hon.  and  learned  gentleman 
to  tunes  soon  after  the  revolution  ;  times  that  were  better  adapted  tivan  tlie  pre- 
sent for  ascertaining  lliejnNt  rights  and  privileges  of  the  con^titution.  He  al- 
Juded  totlie  proceeding:^  of  tliat  J  louse  upon  the  Partition  Trc((i!/\  wheji  they 
inve.4igated  documeiits  and  examiiicd  witjiesses,  not  upon  oath;  aiul  what  co)i- 
dusion  dill  tiiey  come  to?  They  addressed  His  Majestv  to  remove  from  his 
counci!'.  for  ever  Lord  Somers  and  the  two  otlier  noble  lords  mentioned  in 
tluit  .address.  Oil  what  grounds  did  they  proceed,  and  did  thev  stop  there? 
No;  they  tiiought  that  their  crimes  went"furllier  (ban  thev  could  jiunish,  and 
th.ey  iherefore  voted  an  imjjeachment.  'i  his  w'as  not  done  till  aft;  r  they  had 
pas.ed  a  seritence  of  coiMlemiiation,  the  most  severe  that  thev  c^ndd  pjuss";  and 
yet  th.e  honourable  pnd  leanjed  gentleman  had  said,  "  why  did  the  House  ])ro- 
ceed  to  cond.eir.n  witbout  evidence  ?  rnd  why  not  send  the  Duke  of  York  im- 
ine<li:'-tely  l'>lrial  ?  for  it  would  be  better  to  stab  the  lloval  Duke  to  the  heart 
at   on'.itj  than  advise  His  Majesty  to  dismiss ^liim  from  liis  counsels  for  ever." 

Was 
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>Vao  not  Lord  Somers,  and  the  others,  possessed  of  feelings  as\ve4l  as  the  Duke 
of  York?     If  so,  were  they  not  eciuully  and  sullicieiitly  warranted  in  advising 
His  Majesty  to  dismiss  hinx  from  the  head  of  the  army  ?     Had  the  House,   in 
doin^  tills,    ret\vsed  to  iiear  the  ilUislrioiis   personage   tliat  was   brought  before 
them,  that  right  still  existed.    It  was  only  vulgar  notions  and  prejudiced  educa- 
tion that  coulcl  assimilate  the  rules  by  Mhich  Parliament  w(;re   to  be  regulated, 
to  those  of  other  courts  of  law  ;  for  he  knevv'  of  no  lixed  rule,  by  which  Parlia- 
ment was  to  be  regulated.     They  iiad  heard  a  great  (h^al  of  th.e  rights  antl  pri- 
vileii;es  of  the  Duke  of  "i'ork;  but  v;as  it  therefore  to  be  imagined,  that  because 
tliat  Royal   Personage  eajo)  ed  privileges,  there  were  none  also  enjoyed  by  the 
House  of  Commons?  or  that  they  could   not  by  virtue   of  tiie  coijstitution  de- 
prive him  of  them  ?     The  House  had  received  advice  not  to  provoke  anv  of  the 
constituted  authorities,  for  fear  of  their  own  existence,  hut  not  a  word  had  been 
said  by  those  who  gave  such  advice,  relative  to  the  riglits  and  prjviieges  of  the 
House  of  Commons.     He  should  argue  that  it  was  not  only  aright,  but  it  was 
the  ])ounden  duty  of  the  Hoine  of  Connnon^to  prosecute  every  incjuiiy  of  this 
sort,  in  the  way  they  had  found  their  forefathers  att ;  and  that  thev  v.'ere  not  to 
sacrilice  their  rights,  from  the  consideration  of  the  high  rank  and  ^tation  of  the 
illustrious  person  accused.    It  might  be  said,  with  the  precedent  of  i^ord  Somers 
before  them,  why  not  impeach  the  Duke  of  York?     To  th.at  he  should  answer, 
that  where  j;hey  had  a  puuishmeilt  commensurate  to  the  offence,  tlie  mo.t  proper 
way  of  proceeding  was  to  inllict  tl^at  punisJmient.     Why  did  they  in  any  case 
impeach?     It  w^as  because  the  olfence  was  one  which  they  could  not  otherwise 
remedy.     If  there  w^ere  no  other  mode  of  inflicting  that  pimishment  which  ap- 
peared adequate  to  the  oflence,  then  they  must  at  once  have  recourse  to  im- 
})eachment.     Ti\e  crown  lawyers  had  taken  very  extraordinary  objections  to  the 
witnesses ;  upon  the  principle  that  the  House  w  ere  to  confine  themselves  en- 
tirely to  the  rujes  of  coiu'ts  of  law  ;  but  it  was  truly  remarkable  to  lind  thtat  thev 
applied  these  objections  to  all  those  who  were  produced  as  witnesses  in  support  of 
the  charges,    but  not  to  those  that  were    called  to  contradict  them. — It  maybe 
siiid  that  this  testimony  is  not  upon. oath  ;  they  could  have  none  of  these  contra- 
dictions which  were  alleged  to  exist  ;  and  he  w  as  convinced  thev  would  not 
exist,  were  this  matter  coming  to  further  investigation.     Every  witness  who 
tomes  to  be  examined  in  a  cause,  has  been  interrogated  previnuslv  as  to  the 
matter  at  issue  ;  but  the  witnesses  who  came  to  that  House,  in  such  a  question  as 
this,  did  not  Come  prepared  to  state  particulars  with  such  accurac^^,  aa,  upon  far- 
ther recollection  and  preparation,  they  might  be  enabled  to  do.  '  For  instance, 
Mrs.  Clarke  had  not  come   prepared  to  state  how  manv  times  she  had  visited 
Mrs.  Favery.     He  was  surprized  to  hea;r  the  hon.  and  learned  Judge  opposite 
(Mr.  Burton)   state  matters  which  shewed  evidently  that  he  had  blotted  every 
■  phing  out  of  his  memory  which  he  must  have  learned  and  have  practised  in  Ins 
official  duties.     It  had  not  yet  been  sufficiently  explained  by  tlie^^e  leariu-d  law- 
yers, what  was  actually  the   improbable  part  of' the  testlmonv  ;  for  his  p^iri,   he 
could  not  help  tliinking  there  was  notliiiig  at  all  improbable  in  it ;  for  when  he 
looked  into  the  letters  of  the  Duke  of  York  that  were  produced,  he  discovered 
Vully  as  much  improbability  in  them  as  iii  tlie  whole  statements  of  Mrs.  Clarke. 
It  was  upon  the  conviction  of  her  testimony,  coupled  with  tiiose  of  Miss  Ta}  lor 
;ind  Mr.  Dowler,   by  which  it  was   corroborated,  that  he  would  be   induced  to 
'give  the  vote  he  intended  to  give,  namely,  for  the  original  address,     it  would  be 
unnecessary,  and  indeed  a  waste  of  time,  to  restate  the  evidence,  and  therefore 
he  should  only  observe,  that,  as  to  DowltM*,  he  had  a   right  to  sav  he  stood  u.'i- 
contradicted.     As  to  the  case  of  Dr.  O'Meara,  lie  could  hardly  take  upon  him- 
self to  say  wliat  was  done  ;  but  it  was  evident,  that  through  Mrs.  Clarke  he  was 
put  in  a  s'tuation  in  which  he  was  likely  to  hi  promoted,  ^  'Fhe  la-'t  time  he  lad 
heard  tiie  expression /)oy)?//«r  clamour,    itw^asone  that  orlirinated  within  these 
v\-alls,  and  was  disseminated  throughout  the  country,  as  it  r^nited   the   particular 
party  pur|x>ses  of  the  present  n>inister3.- -CZ/trir .'  hear!  hear!)     But  since  it 
had  been  again  alluded  to,  he  could  not  help  stating,  that  the  jniblic  have  a  feel- 
ing upon  this  subject;  and  he  might  ask,  was  the  iridic  feeling  to  be  despised 
upon  such  evidence  ?     He  knew  well  that  it  was  the  mind,  and  not  tJie  situation, 
that  created  the  independence  of  men;  and  it  w\'is  sufjjcient  for  him  to  know, 
that  he  supported  this  address  from  a  iirm  conviction  that  tlie  evidence  ad.luccd 
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» to  these  cliai-ges  was  substantially  tnie,  and  clearly  evinced  thut  Ihe  Duke  of 
^  voik  did  connive  at  these  corrupt  practices,  and  therelore  ought  not  to  be  rc- 
-  tained  longt-r  in  his  present  situation. 
The  Solicitor-Glkeral  explauied. 
■  Mr.  Rose  said,  that  he  would  occu})y  the  time  of  the  House  but  for  a  fe\r 
monitiits.  He  had  prepared  ivanselt  to  speak  to  many  points  of  the  evidence, 
;uid  would  have  begged  their  attention  for  a  longer  space,  if  the  able  and  per- 
spicuous manner  in  which  it  was  already  treated  by  his  right  hon.  friejids, 
did  not  render  it  unnecessary,  and  even  unpardonable,  for  him  to  retrace  what 
they  had  established.  So  unnecessary  did  he  deem  his  remarks  to  the  advance- 
Dient  oi  tiie  cause  to  wiiich  he  was  favourable,  tiuit  h<^  would  not  huve  trespass- 
ed even  for  the  few  moments  he  intended,  if  he  had  not  been  called  up  by  an 
allusion  to  precedent,  which,  in  his  opinion,  where  not  correctly  quoted. 
The  hon.  gentleman  v.  ho  had  just  sat  down,  unclertook  to  defend  the  address,  i^y 
an  appeal  to  the  time  of  King  \Villiam,  from  which  he  professed  to  have  (h-awli 
a  precedent.  He  (  Mr.  Hose)  was  as  favourable  to  the  time  of  King  Willian), 
as  tlie  lion,  gentleman  could  possibly  be ;  but,  if  he  were  not  mistaken,  that  prece- 
dent Wj-Ls  drawn  from  tlie  time  of  Charles  H.  to  w  hich  he  was  not  cpiite  so  par- 
tial. ±Ie  believed  that  the  hon.  gentleman's  recollection  had  failed  him  in 
Ibis  parllcular,  and  that  the  precedent  upon  which  he  so  nmch  depended  was 
not  Lo  be  found  in  so  happy  and  constitutional  a  period  of  our  history,  as  he  con- 
ceived, when  he  produced  it  to  the  House.  1  he  hon.  gentleman  had  said, 
that  the  House  upon  that  occasion  addressed  His  Majesty  to  remove  (he  four 
lords  11  om  his  Councils  and  presence  for  ever;  but  when  the  hon.  gentleman 
stated  this,  he  had  not  stated  the  whole  of  the  case,  for  the  lords  remonstrated 
upon  the  occasion;  they  said  it  was  unjust  that  they  should  be  condemned  with- 
out tri^d;  and  the  result  was,  that  their  remonstrance  was  successfvd,  and  the 
lords  were  not  removed.  There  was  another  circumstance  which  detractetl 
much  from  the  force  of  this  appeal  to  precedent,  and  that  was,  that  the  whole 
course  of  the  precedents,  after  that  time,  were  all  against  the  honourable  gen- 
tleman's position ;  in  the  case  of  the  Duke  of  Marlborough,  in  the  case  of 
Lord  Halifax,  in  tlie  case  of  Lord  Wharton,  they  were  all  against  him;  this, 
when  -combined  with  the  failure  of  the  former  precedent,  when  pushed  to  its 
-application,  defeated  that  part  of  the  defence  which  was  attempted  to  be  built 
upon  precedent.  He  had  stated  upon  rising,  that  he  would  not  go  into  the 
eviaence,  he  would  observe  that  promise;  one  observation  however  he  would 
make  before  he  sat  down,  upon  the  case  of  Dowler — he  had  wished  that  the 
executors  of  Mr.  Pitt  should  be  applied  to,  as  he  thought  that  if  the  recommen- 
dation did  not  appear  in  some  of  the  books  in  their  possession,  the  fact  would 
be  established  tiiat  he  was  promoted  according  to  the  regular  course.  He^  beg- 
ged to  remind  the  House  that  tlie  situation  of  assistant  commissary  was  not  one 
which  was  eagerly  sought  after ;  it  required  much  attention,  and  was  by  no 
means  so  great  iui  object  as  had  been  represented  by  those  who  would  swell 
the  gift  into  importance.  Upon  the  whole,  he  was  of  opinion  that  the  case 
w;as  not  proved  against  His  Koval  Highness,  and  therefore  would  not  agree 
either  in  the  address  or  the  amendment. 

^  Mr.  Wortley  Stewart  said,  that  having  formed  his  opinion  upon  the  ques- 
tion belbre  the  House,  he  was  desirous  to  state  the  gi-ounds  upon  which  it  was 
^onned.  He  thought  that  the  House  of  Commons  was  right  in  determining  to 
examine  witnesses  at. the  bar,  but  after  the  inanner  in  whicli  the  evidence  had 
gone  forth  to  the  public,  garbled  and  disfigured  as  it  appeared  in  the  daily  prints, 
lie  dreaded,  nay,  he  believed  that  the  majority  of  the  people  of  England  did 
tniiik  the  Duke  of  York  guilty.  He  gave  credit  to  the  hon.  gentleman  who 
brought  forward  the  business,  for  tiie  mimbness  ajid  preseverance  with  which 
he  liad  acted.  The  honourable  gentleman,  and  a  noble  lord,  and  an  ho- 
Eourable^  baronet,  agreed  in  thinking  that  the  Duke  of  York  was  guilty  of  cor- 
ruption; if  they  did  think  so,  why  not  follow  it  up?  Why  come  forward  with 
such  a  measure,  when  one  far  more  decisive  and  severe  was  called  for  by  the 
nrcamstance  ?  In  those  times,  when  the  country  was  in  such  a  situation,  when 
tiie  people  where  committed  to  such  a  strugo;le  against  contending  enemies; 
m  those  times,  it  was  necessaiy  that  tlie  characters^  of  Princes  should  not  be 
trittcred  away ;  cku-ucters  in  which  they  were  all  equall}  concerned;  and  should 
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tkey  seiid  forth  that  Prince  to  the  public,  with  a  clxaracter  lacerated  by  impu- 

■  tations,  upon  which  they  did  not  dare  to  give   an  opinion?     He  was  prepared 

■  to  ^ive  his  verdict,  and  to  give  it  conscientiously ;  he  was  prepared  to  say,  not 
only  that  the  Duke  of  York  was  not  guilty,  but  that  there  were  ample  grounds 
Upon  the  face  of  the  evidence  to  induce  him  to  believe  that  there  was  a  plot 
•against  him.  He  wished  to  notice  the  case  of  Major  Shaw,  because  lie  consi- 
dered it  mo?t  important,  inasmuch  as  it  furnished  a  ground  for  rejecting  Mrs. 
Clarke's  testimonv,  by  proving,  that  in  this  instance  she  had  spoken  what  he 
could  not  forbear  calling  downright  lies.---She  stated,  that  Major  Shaw  applied 
to  her  for  a  Lieutenant-Colonelcy,  that  he  promised  her  1000/.  for  her  niter- 
est,  but  that  she  got  only  500/.  and  in  consequence  of  that  breach  ot  promise, 
he  wa^;  reduced  upon  the  half-pay.  Now,  it  was  proved  upon  evidence,  not 
subject  to  the  suspicion  which  ]\Irs.  Clarke's  general  charecter  must  have 
thrown  over  hers,  that  Major  Shaw  obtamed  the  situation  at  the  Cape  ot  Good 
Hope,  upon  the  condition  that  he  would  go  upon  half-pay;  this  was  expressly 
understood  when  he  accepted  the  situation;  and  yet  Mrj.    Clarke   would   have 

'them  believe  that  it  was  in  consequence  of  his  disappointing  her,    his   reduction 
from    whole   pay   was  inflicted.     A  letter  of  Mrs.    Clarke's,   which   appeared 
in  evidence,  confirmed  the  disbelief  of  dier  account  upon  examination,  and  proved 
that   she   did     not  negociate  the   promotions  ?  it  was  manifest  also,  from  an  ap- 
peal to  dates.     With  respect  to  the  case  of  Colonel  French,  it  was  evident  that 
with  all  her  boast  of  influence,  many  things  were  refused  to  him,  though  nothing 
could  put   more    money   in  her  pocket,  or  with  less   danger  to  the    Duke   of 
York.     As  to  the  corroborative  evidence  of  Miss   Taylor,  he  begged  lo   re- 
mark that  she  had  given  it  in  a  qualified  manner;  she   said  not   positively   what 
his  words  were;  but  in  a  doubtful  and  uncertain  way,  she  said,  she  thought  they 
were,  "  how  does  he  use  you,  darling?'  when  an  evidence  swore  to  a   conversa- 
tion at  the  end  of  four  years,  he  was  not  inclined  to  give  credit  to  that  evidence. 
There  might  be  a  mistake  in  the  account,  tliere  might  be   too   nmch  ])resunip- 
tionand  too  much  reliance  upon  memory;  at  all  events,^there  were  circumstances 
that  should  inclhie  every  bodv  to  v.eigh  it  maturely,  and  regard  it  suspiciously. 
Whatever  he  was  inclined  to  think  of  the  Duke  of  York's  indiscretion,   for    in- 
discretion he  allowed  he  had  been  guilty  of,  in  the  unfortunate    connection    he 
had  formed,  birt  v,'hatever  he  might  think  of  that,  he   could  not  say^  from   the 
face  of  the  evidence,  that  the  Duke  of  York  was  giiilty   of  corruption.     As   to 
the  note  to  Capt.  Sandon,  the  hon.  member     said,    that  it" appeared  throughout 
the  w^iole  that  she  pretended  to  an  influence  she  never  possessed.    Capt.  Sandon 
had  told  them  in  evidence,  that  he  did  not  believe  she  possessed  any   influence. 
He  (Mr.  S.)  was  not  desirous  of  vindicating  the  conduct  of  Sandon,  or  proving 
him,  upon  the  whole,  to  be  a  credible  witness;    but  their   was   a   circumstance 
which,  in  his  mind,  supported  and  enforced  his  evidence  i.i v. hat  particular,  and 
gave  it  a  stamp  of  veracity  that  would  not  easily   be    obliterated.— It   appeared 
in  evidence  that  Captain  Sandon  and  Mrs.  Clarke  had  a  quaiTel.     He   appealed 
to  the  understanding  of  tlie  House,  whether  they  thought   it   likely   that   Capt. 
Sandon  would  so  far  forget  his  own  interest  as  to  break  with  her,    if  he   thought 
she  possessed  the  influence  she  represented  herself  as   p:>ssessed   of?    With   re- 
spect to  Gen.  Claverina;,  he  would  as   soon   think   that   any   hon.    member   of 
that  House  would  go  after  Mrs.  Clarke,  and  offer  lier  1000/.  for  a  situation,  as 
he.     The   address,  against  which  he  v/as  resolved   to   vote,    was  stated   by  its 
advocates  as  originating  in  motives  of  delicacy;  but  wherein  the   delicacy   con- 
sisted, he  was  at  a  loss  to  comprehend.     There  were  fathers  in  that  House,  and 
to  their  hearts  he  was  confident  the  delicacy  of  such  a  measure   was   as  unintel- 
ligible as  to  his  own.     The  Duke  of  York  himself  had  said  he  was  not   gLiilty  ; 
he  had  required  to  be  put  on  his  trial ;  in  requiring  that,  he  had  only   required 
what  could  not  with  ju^ice  bewithheld  from  the  meanest  subject;   the    House 
was  therefore  bound  to  acqaiesce  in  the  request,  and  to  reject  the   address  pro- 
posed by  the   hon.    gentleman.     He  disapproved  of  the  course  wliich  had  been 
adopted"^ by  the  other  side  of  the  House.     At  first,    an   address  was    proposed, 
setting  forth  that  the  Duke  of 'York  was  guilty   of  corruption;    an   amendment 
was  suggested  to  that,  differing  from  the  "origmal  Address   only  in   one  \vord, 
that  is,  as  far  as  respected  the  material  parts.  "  In  the  first,   His'  Royal  Highness 
tvas  accued  -of  a  knovrledge  of  the  corrupt  transactions;  in  the  second,  suspicion 
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was  substituted  for  kiiowledgf' ;  for  lifs  part,  he  could  see  no  difference_  bet\vct» 
tliose  expressions — it  was  a  line  drawn  distinction,  too  minute  for  his  glance, 
l^he  amendment,  so  tar  from  Recommending  itseh  by  its  greater  lenity  and_  for- 
bearance, was,  if  possible,  vorse  tlian  the  original  address — it  was  not^  so  direct, 
so  plain,  so  manlv.  A  noble  lord  and  an  honourable  baronet  had  inculcated 
the  necessity  of  coming  to  a  decision  with  unprejudiced  minds— it  would  be, 
well  to  do  so;  but  he  had  his  apprehensions;  he  could  not  help  conceiving, 
that  there  were  persons  who  would  take  strong  views  upon  that  subject;  who 
thinking  that  Government  was  disgraced  by  prostitution,  would  transfer  their 
sentiments  unavoidably  into  the  matter  of  that  night's  debate,,  and  the  feeling 
of  that  night's  decision.  Tliis  he  could  not  help  thinking,  and  he  was  of  opimon  that 
such  persons  were  as  likely  to  come  with  prejudiced  minds^.  as  they  w-ho  be- 
lieveil  in  a  principle  of  human  nature,  which  would  not  easily  permit  it  to  de- 
scend. He  was  of  opinion,,  that  they  were  as  likely  to  act  irom  prejudice,  as 
those  who  had  imbibed  higher  ideas  of  the  integrity  of  mankind  at  large.  It 
had  been  pro})Osed,  that  all  who  held  places  should  quit  the  House  on  the 
decision,  as  it  the  possession  of  a  place  could  preclude  men  from  the  possibility 
of  coming  to  a  just  decision.  They  had  sufficient  evidence  before  them  to  ac- 
(juit  the  Duke  of  York  ;  whatever  inight  be  the  termination  of  that  business,  it 
had  done  the  House  of  Commons  great  honour ;  and  whatever  feelings  the 
people  might,  for  a  shert  wliile,  be  impressed  with,  he  was  confident  that  but  a  littli 
reflexion,  and  a  little  time,  would  be  necessary  to  convince  them  of  the  justice 
of  that  hue  of  conduct  which  he  hoped  the  House  would  adopt. 

Sir  I'RANcis  BuRDETT,  in  explanation,  said,  that  if  hi&  memory  served 
him  rightly,  he  did  not  represent  Mrs.  Clarke's  testimony  alone  as  safficient  to 
convict  any  person  ;  but  he  had  said,  that  her  testimony  corroborated  as  it  wa&, 
had  nothing  in  it  that  slioukl  render  it  incredible.  He  had  been  accused  ©f 
saying,  that  any  one  vrho  yoted  on  the  other  side,  must  be  influenced  by 
prejudice  ;  but  he  had  only  said  that  a  right  honourable  gentleman  opposite, 
in  excluding  all  the  evidence  that  made  against  the  side  he  espoused,  appeared 
to  him  to  be  labouring  under   something  of  that  description. 

Mr.  Long  said,  that  he  wished  to  offer  a  'few^words  upon  the  evidence,  but 
■vt'ould  not  detain  the  House  by  going  at  any  length  intothedetail.— He  wished 
ho  refer  to  some  points,  more  particularly  to  the  case»of  Kennett,  It  had  been 
said,  that  the  Duke  of  York  applied  to  him  (Mr.  Long)  for  a  place  for  that 
gentleman.  He  denied  that  any  such  application  was  made  from  that  quarter; 
ialhe  first  instance  application  had  certainly  been  made  to  him  through  Sir 
Jlorace  Mann,  and  the  Duke  of  York,  he  believed,  seconded  it.  An  honoar- 
able  gentleman  oppcjsite  iiad  said,  that  this  was  the  strongest  proof  of  Mrs. 
Clarke's  credibility,  and  stated  farther,  that  the  Duke  of  York  must  have  pro- 
%;wr«d  Sir  Horace  Mann,  a  respectable  member  of  Parliament,  to  lend  Ids 
;ume  to  ihe  transaction,  and  become  an  instrument  of  his  corrupt  designs.  la 
this  he  (Mr.  Long)  covikl  not  concur.  'Ihere  w-as  a  letter,  applying  to  the  Duke 
s>f  York,  in  favour  of  Mr.  Kennett,:  and  if  his  Royal  Highness,  not  knowing 
the  character  of  the  man,  should  make  application  to  arrive  at  a  knowledge  of 
his  character,  no  criminality  could  attach  to  him  upon  that  ground.  The  fact 
va?,  that  Sir  Horace  Mann  was  the  person  who  applied  for  the  situation,  and 
never  did  he  (Mr.  Long)  meet  with  a  more  assiduous,  anxious,  and  importu- 
nate applicant.  Tl)e  two  letters,  requesting  Mr.  Kennett  to  retain  the  Collec- 
Torship of  Surinam,  were  one  a  copy  of  the  other.  Some  honourable  gentle- 
men had  said,  liiat  tlie  testimony  of  Mr.  Dowler  was  unimpeached  ;  he  would 
say,  upon  the  contrary,  that  tiiat  gentleman  came  forward  under  circumstances 
of  great  suspicion.  He  aaid  that|he  had  seen  Mrs.  Clarke  but  once  since- 
Lis  return,  at  her  own  iiouse,  and  once  in  the  House  of  Commons  ;  that  the 
occasion  v.pon  which  He  waited  upon  her  was,  having  seer  her  name  in  the  pa- 
p*  IS,  and  wiihod  that  jje  should  not  be  brouglit  forward  iipon  that  business. 
JSovr,  iht-y  iiivd  it  upon  evidence,  that  he  had  seen  her  twice>  and  such  a  re- 
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presentation  must  appear  to  the  judgment  of  every  miin  to  be  meant  to  give  a 
false  colouring  to  tiie  testimony.     There  were  other  circumstances,  beside  this, 
to  casta  doubt  over  his  testimony.     He  had  stated  that  he  disapproved  of  her 
conduct  in  the  traflic  which  he  had  known  her  to  pursue,  he  had  advised  and 
remonstrated  with  her  upon  the  impropriety  and  the  danger  of  it,  but  notwith- 
standing that  advice  and  that  rem<)nstratice,  lie  had  himself  become  a  party, 
he  had  purchased   from  her  the  exercise  of  improper   influence,  and   profited 
by  what  he  affected  to  despise  and   to  discountenance.     It  appeared  from  hi* 
testimony,  that  he  had  given  her  1000/.  for  the  appointment,  and  other  sums 
at  other  times  to  a  considerable  amount.     The  hon.  member  asked,  was  it  pro- 
bablethathe  would  pay  lOOOZ.  and  olhersums,  to  a  considerable  amount,  for  a 
situation  which  imposed  much  trouble,  which  required  much'cleverness  and  acti- 
vity, and  in  which  he  was  subject  to  be  reduced  to  five  shillings  per  day  ;  was 
it  not  more  probable  that  he  would  give  tlie  lady  some  money,  and  that  that 
struck  him  as  the  best  way  to  induce  ber  to   accept  it?  He  (Mr.  L.)  felt  as 
much  as  any  man  the  duty  of  explaining  all  he  knew,  and  he  hoped  the  House 
would  give  him  credit,  when  he  assured  them  he  had  done  it  conscientiously. 
When  an  hon.  member  in  that  House  had  mentioned  the  name   of  Sir  Brook 
Watson,  and    stated  his  acquaintanne  with  the  father   of  Mr.  Dowler,  Mrs. 
Clarke,  conscious  that  such  a  connection  might  weaken  the  appearance  of  her 
influence  over  his  Royal  Higlmess,  or  at  least  afford  grounds  for  supposing  that 
it  was  not.exercised  orixniuh-ed  in  this  instance,  told  the  House  at  a  subsequent 
examination,  that  she  mentioned  Mr.  Dowler's  acquaintance   with  Sir  Brook 
Watson  to  the  Duke,  who  replied,  "  that  will  do  ;  his  recommendation  will 
be  of  use."     Here  was  an  instance  of  the  ingenuity  of  the  woman  and  of  her 
falsehood.     He  had  only  one  word  more  to  add  upon  the  subject,  and  that  res- 
pected the  appointment  of  Samuel  Carter.     An  honourable  baronet  bad  stated 
the  appointment  to  be   more  honoivrabk  to  Mrs.  Clarke  than  to  th<J  Duke   oX 
York.     He  could  not  agree  to  it:  for  in  one  of  her  answers,  upon  a  subsequent 
examination,  when  quegti«ned   respecting  Carter,  she  said,  with  one  of  her 
laiighs,  which  some  approved  while  others  v;ere  disgusted  at  them,  **  O!  he  is 
now  upon  the  staff;"  plainly  indicating  by  ber  manner,  that  that  was  another 
impropirety  added  to  the  former  impropriety  of  bis  original  appointment.     On 
that  account  the  hon.  member   was  not  inclijaed  to  ^ive  ali  tiie  credit  for  her 
conduct  which  some  had  attributed.     The  manner  bespoke  a  feeling  which  he 
was  not  prepared  to  respect.     Some  observations  had  goae  forth  upon  that  case, 
tending  to  sow  dissensions  in  the  army,  and  was  a  flagrant  abuse  of  the  liberty 
of  the  press.— As  to  the   testimony  of  CoL  Gordon,  he  had  but  one  word  to 
say  upon  it,  it  was  perfectly  unimpeachable;  some  gentlemen,  however,   upon 
the  opposite  side^  appeared  to  cast  reflections  upon  it;  but  they  dk\  not  apply  : 
he  (Mr.  Long)  had  frequent  intercourse  with  him  in  his  official  capacity  ;  and 
lie  could  say,  it'  ever  there  was  a  man   who  dedicated   his  life  to  the  service  of 
the  public  an^  the  duties  of  his  office,  that  man  was  Col<'Gordow.     The  first 
address  he  thought  objectionable,  because  it  went  to  pronounce  judgment 
without  defining  the   crime;  the  other  he  thought  objectionable,    because  it 
charged   the  Duke  of    York   with    suspicion,    and    drew    a    distinction    in- 
comprehensible   to    him.      If   lie   did    suspect,  ought    he  not  to    have     eij- 
quired    into  the    corruption    he    so   suspected?       A    man    might    refuse   to 
look  into   the  state  of   bis  affairs,    if    they   were  desperate,    but  would  it, 
therefore,  be  said,  that  that  man    was  not    in  debt?    An   hon.   gentleman    had 
said,  that  it  was  not  of  corruption  he  accused  the  Duke  of  Yor.k,  but  of  ad- 
mitting an  influence  injurious  to  the  public  service  ;  if  that  wac  indeed  all,  they 
should  take  the  good  as  well  as  the  bad,  into  account,  and  they  would  fiiul  the 
good  to  preponderate.     Did  the  nation,    he  asked,  intend  the  removal  of  the 
Duke  of  Yori?  if  it  did,   it  ought  to  say  so  ;  it  ought    not   ta  effect  the  de- 
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struction  of  his  character  "without  trial  :  if  they  supposed  even  the  case  of 
the  meanest  individual,  either  with  respeqt  to  life  or  property,  and  that  evi- 
dence was  to  be  sent  out  to  the  public,  as  upon  this  occasion,  accompanied 
■with  all  the  comments  that  ingenuity  or  malice  conid  furnish,  he  asked,  whe- 
ther justice  would  be  done  to  the  individual?  Gentlemen  upon  the  opposite  side 
might  say,  it  is  true,  you  can  make  much  out  of  the  evidence,  but  the 
feeling  of  the  country  is  against  him,  and  that  is  to  counterbalance  your  de- 
fence; they  might  say  that,  and  in  saying  so,  they  would  only  be  repeating 
arguments  he  had  heard  a  thousand  times  in  the  street.  A  noble  lord  had 
expressed  a  wis!),  that  they  might  be  swayed  by  no  private  affection,  but  would 
act  like  honourable  men,  he  hoped  so  too — he  joined  in  that  wish  most  ardently. 
He  knew  that  Princes  often  gave  themselves  greater  latitude  in  their  conduct 
than  other  men  ;  but  at  the  same  time  he  knew  there  were  manv  circumstances 
attached  to  thecondillon  of  Princes,  which  afforded  a  palliation  inapplicable  to 
the  errors  of  other  n^en.  When  he  considered  that  they  were  debarred  from  an 
extensive  commerce  with  mankind  —  when  he  considered  that  they  were  prohi- 
bited from  an  intercourse  with  life  in  its  most  general  and  useful  sense,  and 
v,er€  by  that  means  excluded  from  the  practical  lessons  that  result  from  inter- 
course and  observation  ;  he  saw  an  extenuation  in  their  favour,  which  did  not 
apply  to  the  faults  of  other  men,  whose  fate  was  more  obscure,  but  whose  for- 
tune was  perhaps  more  favourable.  The  hon.  member  concluded  with  observing, 
that  he  could  not  accede  to  the  address,  nor  to  the  amendment  proposed  to  it 
by  his  hon.  friend  ;  but  the  latter  he  particularly  objected  to,  as  not  consistuit 
with  the  character  and  dignity  of  the  House,  which  ought  to  have  the  energy 
and   decision  to  pronounce  "guilty,"  or  "  not  guilty,"  ijpon  the  charges. 

Mr.  Coke  considered  the  conduct  of  his  Royal  Highness  as  corrupt  in  the 
extreme,  and  the  person  who  had  brought  forward  the  subject  as  deserving  the 
warmest  thanks  of  the  country,  for  the  manly  manner  in  which  he  had  done 
it.  There  had  been  many  arguments  used  upon  the  propriety  of  criminating 
the  Duke  of  \ork  upon  circumstantial  evidence;  on'this  point  he  had  only  to 
remark  that  m.ore  men  had  been  hung  in  this  country  on  circumstantial  than 
positive  evidence,  and  was  fully  convinced  his  Royal  Highness  had  con- 
nived at  the.mal-practices  laid  to  his  charge.  He  rose  to  speak  his  sentiments 
as  an  independent  man  ;  he  was  every  way  an  enemy^ to  corruption,  however 
supported  by  those  who  reaped  a  benefit  from  it;  and  said,  that  although  it 
mighc  be  very  well  to  listen  to  their  arguments,  it  would  be  very  wrong  to  pay 
attention  to  them. 

Mr.  WiNDii  am  then  rose  and  said,  that  he  had  waited  to  the  last  hour  in 
order  to  inform  himself  upon  the  variety  of  propositions  submitted  to  the 
House,  for  its  adoption,  and  in  the  course  of  the  discussion  had  changed  his 
iTimd  more  than  once  upon  the  line  of  conduct  he  should  adopt  with  rtspect  to 
the  toriiis  prescribed.  Those  forms  were  no  less  than  four  in  number ;  there 
Avas  the  original  address  recommended  by  the  hon.  mover  ;  the  amendment  and 
resolutions  moved  by  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  ;  the  suggested  a  mend- 
iTjcntof  his  hon.  friend  (Mr.  Bathurst),  and  the  amended  address  proposed  by 
J)is  hon.  friend.  (Mr.  Banks)  With  any  of  those  forms  he  was  ready  to  conj- 
ply,  though  he  did  not  concur  in  the  proposed  terms.  The  hon.  gentleman  then 
went  into  a  very  long  and  tedious  discussion  of  the  arguments  used  in  support 
of  the  several  forms  prescribed,  and  after  displaying  a  variety  of  abstruse  and 
metaphysical  reasonings,  came  to  a  plain  deduction,  that  there  was  no  neces- 
sity for  tlie  House  to  break  the  question  into  distinct  and  separate  piirts, 
but  to  give  one  general  opinion  upon  the  whole  case,  as  it  appeared  before 
them.  Having  got  rid  of  the  form,  he  should  proceed  to  the  substance,  and 
toucn  upon  some  of  the  leading  features  of  the  case  under  discu.^sion.     With 
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respect  to  the  rules  of  evidence  that  had  been  laid  down,  hehoped  they  would 
prevail  the  same  when  applied  lo  all  clases  of  society,  wliether  it  vyas  a  Gover- 
nor General  of  India,  a  Commander  in  Chief,  or  the  lowest  subject  in  the  realm 
^{A  loud  cry  of  Hear\) — But  he  would  say,  that  rules  of  evidence  had  ob- 
tained which  nothing  could  justify  but  the  tyranny  of  the  majority  of  the  peo- 
ple over  the  minority,  and    such  was  the  uncorroborated  evidence  of  accom- 
plices.    Gentlemen  who  had  spoken  on  the  subject  of  evidence  had  asserted, 
that  a  witness  detected  in  one  falshood,  was  to  be  believed  in    nothing  that  he 
stated;  but  those  gentlemen  were  not  aware  that  that  principle,  if  applied  to 
the  witnesses  examined  at  their  bar,  v.ould  introduce  a  whimsical  dilemma;  for 
if  they  were  to  be  taken  to  mean   no    when  they  said  yes,  they  must  also   be 
taken  to  mean  yes  when  they  said   no.     {J  laugh)     But  to  the  point;  Mrs. 
Clarke  came  to  the  bar  of  that  House  as  an  angered  woman,    but  she  had  not 
proved  herselt  vindictive  and  resentful  in  the  way,  perhaps,  thatshe  might  hnvc 
done.     Still  he  would  agree,  thatshe  had  exhibited  herself  as  lost  to  shame, 
and  hadgivenherevidence  generally  with  flippancy,  frequently  with  audacity. 
She!was  proved  to  be  lost  to,virtue,  and  when  once  a  female  was  reduced  to  that 
condition,  she  was  certainly  deficient  in  moral  qualities.     In  giving  credit  to 
her  dexterity,  he  was  sorry  to  hear  that  dexterity  dignified  with  the  appellation 
of  ability.     It  was  as  deficient  of  that  quality  as  many  of  the  remarks  made 
by  the  hon.  gentleinen  in  the  course  of  her  examination  were  of  wit.      As  to 
her  testimony,  he  would  say,  that  though  he  believed  her  capable  of  telling  a 
story,  yet  she  had  given  her  evidence  in  a  way  as  if  she  had  no  story  to  tell: 
She  gave  a  running-hand   sort  of  testimony,  and,  generally  speaking,  there 
was  no  kind  of  reserve  about  it.     As  a  celebrated  critic  had  said,  she  poured 
out  her  urn  in  copious  profusion,  careless  of  the  weight,  and   negligent  of  the 
stamp  ;  her  little  inaccuracies  too,    in  his  mind,  instead  of  impeaching   her' 
testimony,  made  it  tiiemore  buoyant,  and  circumstances,  as  it  were, '  rose  out 
of  the  grave  to  corroborate   her.     {J  loud  cry  of  ^iear\  Heur\  Hear\)     VVitii 
respect  to  Miss  Taylor,  he  thought  there  was  little  to  impeach  her  character, 
and  it  was  injudicious  to  cry  heu  down  for  being  connected  with  Mrs.  Clarke. 
They  were  related  by  marriage,  and  it  was  not  likely  she  would  give  up  her 
acquaintance,  from  the  fact  of  the  Duke  of  York  becoming  her  protector.   But 
the  difference  between  the  two  was,  in   his  opinion,  that  Mrs.  Clarke's  charac- 
ter was  bad,  but  her  evidence  was  good  ;  whereas  Miss  Taylor's  character  was 
good,  but  her  evidence  was  bad.     The  latter  came  with  a  prepared  tale,  and 
was  on  that  account  to  be  suspected,  and  the  more  so,  as  she  spoke  to  things 
that  passed  four  years  back  with  certainty,  yet  her  recollection  would  not  serve 
her  as  to  transactions  that  occurred  only  three  weeks  back.     The  hon.  gentle- 
man then  slightly  touche<l.upon  the  conversation  Miss  Taylor  spoke  to,  respect- 
ing French's  levy,  and  to  the  mysterious  note ;  neither  of  which  he  believed 
as  proofs  of  the  Duke's  corruption.     But  it  was  said  the  Duke  ought  to  have 
known  that  the  allowance  he  made  her  could  not  support  the  establishment  of 
Gloucester-place.      He  thoughtthere  was  nothing  in  that  remark.     She  was  re- 
ceivingfrom  him  large  sums  of  money  ;  the  exact  expenrliture  of  the  establish- 
ment never  occurred  to  him,  and  he  was  blinded  by  theinfaUiation  into  which 
her  fascinations  had  lured   him.     As  to  connivance,  it  was  splitting  a  hair  to 
draw  a  distinction   between  connivance  and  criminal  connivance,  and  he  be- 
Iteve^lit  frequentlv  occurred  that  men  were  ignorantof  those  things  that  were 
cognisant  to  all  the  world  bes-des.      Upon  the  whole,   he  was  prepared  to  say, 
that  neither  participalion,  corruolion,  or  connivance,   had  been  proved  against 
his  Hoyal  Highness,      Still  he  would  admit  there  were  great  improprieties  and 
irregularities  in  the  conduct  of  the  Duke;  and  as  Ca?sar's  wife   should    not   be 
suspected,  so  he  would  say  the  Commander  in  Chief  sHouUl  not  be  suspected; 
'  At  the  same  time,    if  the  House  came  to  a  resolution  ou  that  head,  that  mode 
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which  was  the  least  harsh  and  the  least  painful  to  the  feelings  of  his  Kojal 
Highness  appeared  to  him  to  be   the  best.     He  could  bear  testimony  of  the 
noble   Duke's  great  ability  in  office,  his  extreme  diligence,  and  the  highly  be- 
neficial regulations  he  had  introduced  into  the  army  ;  yet  he  could  wish,  m  re- 
spect to  the  public  voice,  that  his  Royal  Highness  would  prevent  the  necessity 
of  that  House  carrying  an  address  to  the  foot  of  the  Throne.  He  did  not  mean 
by  that  to  refer  to  the  popular  outcry,  as  it  was  better  the  House  of  Commons 
should  be  abolished,  than  its  independence  be  invaded  by  public  clamour,  or 
that  the  multitude  should  have  rule.     The  hon.  gentleman  then  alluded  to  the 
letters    Colonel    Wardle  was  supposed    to   have    taken    from   Mrs.    Clarke 
against  her  will,  and  observed,  that  if  it  was  only  a  «ort  of  amorous  rape,  or 
Jove  struggle,  then  it  was  unworthy  of  attention;  but  if  the   hon.  gentleman 
did  actually  take  there  against  her  will,  then,  for  his  own  part,  he  would'rather 
have  been  involved  in  the  charges  themselves,  than  have  been  the  perpetrator  of 
«i>ch  a«  a<:t.   (A  loud  cry  of  Hear\  from  th^  Ministerial  side  of  the  House.) 
The  hon,  gentleman  then  addressed  his  remarks  to  the  supposed  injury  done 
to  the  reputation  of  Miss  Taylor,  and  asked  if  it  was  not  more  than  balanced 
by  the  attack  on  his   Royal  Highness,  for  havings  from  motives  of  humanity, 
given  anensigncy  to  Samuel  Carter  the  footboy  ?  Better,  he  said,  that  he  should 
be  a  footboy  than  a  footman,  as  he  would  outgrow  his  humble  -condition  ;  he 
^ould  lose  the   mark  in  his  youth  which  he  never  could  have  done,  had  he 
been  more  advanced  in  years.   The  hon.  gentleman  sat  down  with  saying,  that 
■unless  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  should  think  proper  to   modify  his 
atneiidnjent,  he  should  feel  himself  compelled  to  give  an  uncomfortable  assent 
to  the  a^nendment  proposed  .by  iiis  hofi.  friend  Mr.  Banks. 

Lord  Castlereagh  rose,  during  aloud  cry  for  the  question,  and  said  he 
considered  it  a  paramount  duty  to  express  liis  sentiments  on  the  subject  under 
discussion.     The  noble  lord  protested  against  the  original  address,  because  it 
charged  tlie  Duke  of  York  with  crimes,  and  decided  on  preliminary  charges 
without  allowing tlie  Royal  Personage  a  fair  trial.  The  noble  lord  felt  the  pro- 
priety of  removing  persons   from  office  who  offended  the  laws;  but  when  a 
crime  was  imputed  to  a  Prince,  and  the  commander  of  the  forces,  the  Royal 
Personage  ought  not  to  be  stripped  of  honour  and  confidence  by  irregular  pro- 
ceedings.    He  preferred  the  amendment  proposed   by  his   hon.  friend  (the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,)  and  it  appeared  a  measure  which  ought  iti  be 
adopted,  in  order  to  afford  the  Dukeof  York  a  fairand  impartial  trial.  The  noble 
Jord  then  entered   into   the  merits  of  the  case  and  the  evidence.     He   depre- 
cated the  testimony  of  Mrs.  Clarke,  and  insisted  that  she  had  formed  a  com- 
bination with  Mrs.  Favery,  Miss  Taylor  and  Dowler,  to  injure  the  Dukeof 
York  by  the  vilest  falsehoods.     His  Royal  Highness  had  never  shrunk  from  the 
charges   which  that  abandoned   woman  had  brought  against  him,  and  there 
could  not  be  a  stronger  proof  of  ihQ  rectitude  of  his  heart,  than  the   firmDess 
with  which  he  had  set  her  threats  at  defiance.     He  called  on  the  House  to  re- 
collect the  services  of  his  Royal  Highness  during  sixteen  years  in  the  army, 
and  reminded  the  hon.  members  that  the  Duke  would  stand  with  his  character 
blasted,  if  they  denied  him  the  privilege  of  every  subject,  a  fair  trial.     The 
crown  of  the  realm  might  devolve  on  his  Royal  Highness,  and  the  imputation 
■of  crime  might,  by  the  means   of  the  proposed  address,  prevent  his  accession, 
1>e  therefore  thought  the  public  ought  to  be  relieved  from  such  a  dilemma.  He 
called  the   House  to  put  the  vote  against   his  Royal  Highness  into  a  judicial 
shape,  openly  in  the  face  of  the  country,  and  to  let  the  record  be  handed  down 
to  posterity  as  the  adjudication  which  affected  a  Prince.  The  House  ought  to  re- 
flect at  the  same  time  on  the  feelings  of  their  King,  when  he  should   he  called 
upon  to  dismiss  his  son  from  the  seivice  of  the  public  for  crimes  not  substan- 
tiated 
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tiatcd.     The  noble  lord  cojicluded  by  giving  his  decided  vote  against  the  on'- 
§inal  address. 

[The  House  adjourned  at  half-past  tliree  o'clock. j' 

TVechiesday,  March  1 5^ 

The  Order  of  the  Day  for  resuming  the  adjourned  debate,  on  the  conduct' 

«f  the  Duke  of  York,  being  then  read.  ^    ,     t  r  i    •.  i  • 

Lord  Milton  said,  that  on  so  important  a  question,  he  had  felt  it  his . 
duty  to  the  public  to  exert  himself,  to  come  to  a  deliberate  opinion  ac- 
cording to  the  best  of  his^  ability  and  judgment,  without  being  influenced  by 
any  of  those  clamours   or  considerations  which  he  had  heard  from  the 
other  side  of  the  House,  were  likely  to  have  an  effect  on  the  question,     H« 
had  not  formed  his  opinion  from  the  legal  doctrines   laid  down  m.  that 
House,  nor  from  the  doctrine  of  the  learned  judge  who  had  spokeii  on  the 
other  side,  who.  in  his  opinion,  was  guilty  of  an  ab&urdity  in  laying  it 
down,  that  because  a  witness  was  false  in  any  one  part  of  her  statement^, 
that,  therefore,  the  whole  of  her  evidence  was  to  be  swept  away.     If  this- 
doctrine  were  to  be  carried  to  the  full  extent  the  learned  judge  had  laid  it 
down,  it  would  go  to  sweep  away  all,  or  most  of  the  evidence  on  both  sides 
of  the  question.    He  was  of  opinion  that  this  was  gomg  too  far.     He  had 
formed  his  opinion  from  those  parts  of  the  evidence,  which  did  not  de- 
pend on  the  testimony  of  any  one  person  of  a  doubtful  or  suspicious  cha- 
racter, but  which  were  connected  together  in  a  cham,  which  could  not 
deceive.     The  result  of  that  opinion  was,  that  his  Royal  Highness  could 
not  be  safely   suffered  to  retain  his  situation.      He  could  not  go  to  tae 
length  of  a  noble  lord  near  him,  in   saying,  that  he  believed  every  word 
which  Mrs.  Clarke  had  said  ;  but,  at  the  same  time,  he  cou.d  not  agree 
that  every  part  of  her  testimony  was  false.     There  was  a  flippancy  and 
levity  which  took  awav  great  part  of  the  weight  otherwise  due  to  her  tes- 
timony ;  he  was,  therefore,  inclined  to  reject  every  part  of  her  private 
communications  with  the  Dukefof  York,  so  far  as  tiiey  were  uncorroborated 
by  other  evidence;  bat  still  there  was  a  great  deal  ofjier  evidenctt  in 
which  she  was  supported  by  the  testimony  of  others,     ihus    he  was  of 
opinion  that  the  evidence  of  iMr.  Dowler  had  been  unsuccessfully  assailed. 
The  story  she  told  as  to  his  appointment,  %7as  not  only  confirmed  by  him- 
self, but  in  a  great  measure  by  Mr.  Long.    He  had  heard  a  great  deal 
about  conspirators  and  conspiracies,  but   would  any  person  say  that  the 
right  hon.  gentleman  (Mr.  Long)  was  one  of  those  conspirators  ?  The  only 
case  of  direct  corruption  was  the  case  of  Kennett-an  infamous  character, 
and  at  the  same  time  a  bankrupt,  from  whom  his  Royal  Highness  was  at- 
tempting, through  the  medium  of  Colonel  Taylor,  to  negociate  a  loan  of 
30,000/.  or  40,000Z.  who,  on  his  part,  promised,  if  a  particular  office  was 
conferred  on  him,  that  his  Royal  Uigbness  should  be  accommodated  to  any 
extent.     His  lordship  desired   the  House  to  contrast  this  with  the  con 
duct  of  the  Duke  of    Portland,    who,    when   an    infamous  wretch    came 
to  him  with  a  proposal  for  church  preferment,  spurned  the  wretch  irom  his 
door,  and  reported  him   to   the  Bishop  of  London,  his  diocasan.     Did  his 
Royal  Highness  agt  so  ?  No-He  referred  the  man  to  his  hon.  friend  (Mr. 
Adam.)     His  lordship  could  call  the  offer  thus  made  to  his  Royal  Highness 
nothma  but  a  bribe,     if  this  was  not  a  proof  of  corruption,  he  could  not 
coiu:eive  what  was.    Tt  mi-ht  be  said  thai  thi^  case  was  not  in  point  to  the 
^  ^  inquiry 
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kiffairy  the  House  had  directed  to  be  made  into  his  Royal  Highness's  con- 
duct as  Commander  in  Ciiief.  But  his  lordship  carried  it  along  with  him 
into  the  cases  ofTonyn,  French,  Sec.  and  when,  in  that  letter  of  service, 
he  saw,  that  if  4000  men  were  not  raised  within  nine  months,  the  levy  was 
to  cease ;  that  it  was  not  stopped  at  the  expiry  of  that  time,  though  not 
above  200  men  were  raised  ;  that  these  men,  who  were  nothing  better  than 
crimps,  were  even  permitted  to  go  on  for  13  months,  within  which  time  they 
pnly  raised  WiQ  men — he  must  say,  that  if  ever  therq  was  a  job,  that  was 
one.  Through  whose  influence,  too,  Avas  this  doner  To  his  mind  through 
that  of  Mrs.  Clarke.  Miss  Taylor,  too,  corroborated  this  evidence  ;  and, 
having  no  other  direct  proof,  he  was  entitled  to  make  use  of  Kennett's  case, 
for  the  purpose  tif  adding  weight  to  it.  Of  the  mj)des  of  address,  he  Hked 
that  of  the  hon.  gentleman  (Mr.  Banks)  the  best,  because  there  was  in  the 
original  address,  an  objectionable  paragraph,  whicl),  in  his  opinion,  might 
seem  to  convert  the  army  into  a  deliberative  body.  He  regretted  that  the 
House  had  not  gone  on  with  the  suggestion  originally  made  by  his  colleague 
(Mr.  Wilberlbrce,)  in  which  case  gentlemen  would  not  now  have  to  com- 
plain that  liie  evidence  was  not  upon  oath  ;  those  transactions  too,  made 
public,  so  much  to  the  scai:idal  of  all  the  -.orld,  would  have  been  avoided, 
and  the  House  should  have  been  at  no  loss  to  distinguish  v/hat  was  credible, 
from  what  was  incredible  evidence  ;  that  which  wqS  probable,  from  that 
which  was  improbable.  His  own  opinion  was,  that  it  would  be  better  not 
to  pass  either  resolution  or  address,  but  simply,  to  have  laid  the  evidence 
before  the  King.  It  rhight  be  objected  that  this  would  be  throwing  tl^ 
whole  responsibility  on  liis  Majesty.  The  satr.e,  however,  would  be  the 
case  if  they  were  to  address  him.  It  weuld  be  a  broad  hint,  equal  to  ad- 
dressing his  xMajesty,  for  the  removal  of  the  Duke  of  York  from  the  situa- 
tion of  Commander  in  Chief.  His  lordship  hoped  the  House  would  consider 
well  what  it  was  doing;  that  it  would  not  be  induce<l  by  threats  from  with- 
out doors  to  do  too  much,  nor  by  threats  from  witliin  to  do  too  little.  U 
the  House  was  convinced  that,  under  all  the  case,  the  Duke  of  York  was 
not  fit  to  be  longer  continued  in  the  situation  of  Commauder  in  Chief  of  the 
arn)y  of  thi:>  country,  no  person,  he  hoped,  would  be  deterred  from  giving 
that  vote,  because  it  was  to  operate  against  a  Prince,  the  son  of  a  King! 
He  confessed  that  he,  for  one,  felt  a  great  objection  to  any  sou  of  the  King 
holding  such  an  ostensible  situation.  It  was  impossible  not  to  see  the  feel- 
ing ot  the  House  on  this  occasion  ;  but  ihey  must  not  be  deterred  from  do- 
ing their  duty.  They  must  address  his  Majesty,  not  to  remove  the  Duke  of 
York,  but  to  remove  the  Commander  in  Chief.  As  Duke  of.York  the 
House  must  be  warped  with  prejudices  ;  but  he  did  not  agree  with  a  noble 
lord  on  the  other  side  (Castlereagh,)  that  if  the  House  removed  this  Com- 
mander in  Chief,  they  would  not  he  i;ble  to  find  a  substitute.  He  agreed 
that  it  was  an  advantage  to  have  one  of  the  Royal  Family  placed  as  Com- 
mander in  Chit'f,  as  they  were  not  likely  to  be  so  mixed  with  parties.  But 
the  other  mconveniencics  attending  such  an  appointment  overcame  its  ad- 
vantages. It  was  said,  however,  that  if  tjie  Duke  of  York  were  removed, 
we  would  not  get  another  person  to  accept  of  the  ofiice.  He  asked,  if  it 
should  ever  be  the  fate  of  this  country  to  carry  on  the  stru^rgle  on  its  owa 
shores,  the  noble  lord  ihoughi  the  Duke  of  York  tiie  only  pei^^son  who  could 
act  as  Commander  in  Chief?  The  Duke  of  Marlbom.igh  had  been  removed 
from  the  office  ol  Comniander  in  Chief,  and  the  Duke  of  Marlborough  was 
agrecttermau  than  the  Duke  of  York  is,  or  ever  will  be.  The  right  hon. 
gentleman  (Mr.  Perceval)  thought  that  the  Duke  of  York  would  get  wiser 
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as  be  grew  older.  Ilis  lordship  agreed,  that  if  the  rudiments  ©f  wisdom 
were  once  implanted  in  the  mind,  it  was  natural  to  expect  that  the  person 
nii^ht  grow  wiser  with  his  years  ;  but  if  the  rudiuunls  ot  folly  hid  taken  fast 
root,  it  was,  on  the  contrary,  more  natural  to  expect  the  per::?ou  to  increase 
in  folly  rather  than  in  wisdom.  Did  the  right  hon.  gentleman  really  expect 
that  the  Duke  of  York,  at  his  age,  was  to  reform,  merely  because  the  right 
hon.  gilntleman  informed  him  how  very  wrong  a  thing  it  was  in  his  R  'yal 
Highness  ;o  sin  against  the  seventh  commandment;  His  lordship  was  sur- 
prised not  to  have  heard  a  single  word  from  another  right  hon.  gentleman 
(Mr.  Canning.)  who  was  very  great  en  the  subject  when  it  was  originally 
started.  He  hoped  he  would  now  at  length  come  forward,  and  inform  the 
House  whether  he  attached  nifamy  to  the  accuser  or  the  accused  ?  If  on 
the  accuser,  his  lordship  trusted  he  would  have  the  caudour  to  say  so.  If 
on  the  accused,  his  lordship  was  satisfied  there  was  not  a  person  in  the  House 
who  would  agree  with  him.  His  Royal  Highness  had  given  in  a  letter  to 
the  House  n:i  which  he  declared,  on  the  honour  of  a  Prince,  that  he  was  in- 
nocent. That  was  a  phrase  the  like  of  which  he  had  never  heard  before. 
U  his  lordship  said  that  he  was  guilty,  and  to  no  other  decision  could  he 
come,  while  his  Royal  Highness,  on  the  honour  of  u  Prince,  said  that  he 
was  innocent,  he  did  not  see  how  it  was  possible  for  him  (Lord  Miitcn)  to 
get  quit  of  the  conclusion,  that  to  his  other  guilt,  his  Royal  Highness  had 
added  that  of  falsehood.  '3  h«?  right  non-  gentleman  (Mr.  i'^eiceval)  thought 
hi^  Royal  Highness  innocent,  to  him,  therelore,  the  declaration  of  the  Duke 
of  York,  on  the  honour  of  a  Prince,  that  he  was  innocent,  must  appear  per- 
fectly Correct ;  he  (Lord  Milton)  however,  being  of  a  contrary  opinion, 
found  it  diflicult  to  get  to  any  other  conclusion  than  that  he  had  already 
mentione<J. 

Sir  Thomas  Turtox  requested  the  indulgence  of  the  House  for  an  op- 
portunity to  state  the  reasons  which  governed  the  line  of  conduct  he  felt  it 
his  duty  on  that  important  subject  to  adopt.     He  had  to  express  his  ob- 
jections to  all  the  various  courses  which  were  submitted  to  their  considera- 
tion.    It  bad  long  been  a  question  of  serious  consideration  with  him,  whe- 
ther there  existed  in  that  House  a  legitimate  power  to  affect  not  the  life  or 
liberty,  but  even  the  character  of  persons  whose  conduct  was  brought  be- 
fore it  in  its  judicial  capacity  ?  With  sucii  an  impression,  he  could  not  but 
deprecate  the  original  address,  and  the  miik  and  water  amendment  which 
followed.     The  exalted  rank  of  the  illustrious  individual  whose  case  was  in 
consideration,  he  totally  removed  out  of  his  view,  but  if  that  elevation  of 
rank  conferred  no  privilege,  neither  did  it  deprive  him  of  any,  which  as  a 
British  subject  he  enjoyed.     To  him,  therefore,  belonged  the  right  of  a  full 
and  fair  trial  by  a  competent  jurisdiction.    It  was  a  matter  of  Parliamentary 
his-tory  that  the  Commons  did  exercise  its  privilege  of  coming  to  resolutions 
upon  the  conduct  of  persons  holding  responsible  situations.    They  had  done 
so,  not  alone  in  the  case  of  Lords  Somers,  Hallii'ax,  and  Oxford,  but  in  a 
much  more  recent  period,  in  the  case  of  Lord  Melville.     Still  he  would  ask, 
was  not  such  a  course  in  the  pres'=*iit  ca"=e  punisliment  in  :ts  utmost  extent? 
Did  it  not  tend  to  leave  a  stain  upon  the  character  of  his  Ruyal  Highness, 
which,  perhaps,  no  change  of  circumstance  or  of  time  could  remove  .?  He 
would  not  deny  but  that  the  letter  of  that  illustrious  personage  had  filled 
his  mind  with  considerable  apprehensions ;  still  he  could  not  conceal  from 
himself  that  it  contained,  in  the  desire  it  expressed,  a  good  deal  of  British 
feelinrr  and  British  spirit.     And  when  it  expressed  such  a  desire,  and  rested 
upon  such  claims  tq  justice,  he  could  not  but  view  the  amendment  proposed 
NO.  27.  4  ?  by 
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by  the  right  lion,  gentleman  (Mr.  3anks)  as  a  smooth  cxpedienty  equally 
hostile  to  the  illustrious  personage  as  the  original  address,  only  that  it  was 
deprived  of  the  rough  bark.     The  handle  was  of  gold,  but  the  venpm  of  the 
point  was  by  no  means  taken  away.     The  learned  gentleman  next  proceeded 
to  discuss  the  various   branches  of  evidcirce.     fie  considered  that  Mrs. 
Clarke's  character  had  been  unnecessarily  commented   upon.     All  parties 
had  made  use  of  her  to  prove  their  own  case.     She  was  certainly  to  bfe  con- 
sidered as  an  accomplice,  but  her  testimony  was  valid,  provided  there  was 
other  proof  to  connect  her  evidence  with  the  conduct  of  the  accused.     Hut 
evidence  was  necessary  ;  indeed,  if  he  was  allowed  the  expression,  it  war 
to  be  co|isidered  the  rubbish  which  was  thrown  into  the  interstices  of  the 
superstructure  which  was  to  be  built  upon  these  charge?.     With  respect  ta 
the  note,  up0n  which  a  doubt  was  excited,  whether  it  was  a  forgery  or  not, 
he  could  only  view  that  point  as  leading  to  one  of  two  alternatives  ;  either 
that  if  the  note  was  forged,  there  was  an  end  to  the  credit  of  ttie  testi- 
mony upon  which  all  the  charges  were  founded  ;  and  if  it  was  not  forged, 
that  the  circumstance  of  its  reality  was  presumptive  evidence  in  proof  of 
the  influenc  e  of  Mrs.  Clarke  over  his  Royal   Highness.     But  this  was  not 
the  only  influence  which  the  minutes  of  evidence  disclosed.    The  Houst 
had  proofs  of  an  interference  in  military  transactions  on  the  part  of  Mrs. 
Sutherland  Sinclair  with  the  Duke  of  York.     On  the  intimation  of  such  a 
woman  as  that|  the  resignation  of  Major  Turner  was  delayed  for  a  con^ 
•  derable  time.     And  on  what  ground  ?  On  no  other  but  the  complaint  tjf 
that  lady,  that  Major  Turner  had   behaved  unkindly  to  her.     It  was  na- 
tural to  presume,  that  other  corresponctence  than   what  was  before  that 
House  did  take  place  on  this  subject ;  atid  was  it  possible^  under  such  cir- 
cumstances, ID  deny  that  tlie  interference  and  the  influence  of  Mrs.  Suther- 
land was  highly  improper  ?  it  was  very  desirable  that  moral  purity  should 
be  preserved  in  the  British  army  ;  but  the  House  should  recollect,  that  the 
application  of  Major  Turner,  which  was  suspended,  was  not  that  he  should 
go  into  the  army,  but  that  he  should   have  permission   to  get  out  of  it. 
(JItar  ?  hear !)  Had  he  died  in  the  intervarl  of  the  delay^  wliat  excuse 
would  it  have  been  to  his  executors  or  to  his  fian)ily  lo  say,  that  they  were 
deprived  of  his  just  claims  because  an  allegation  of  unkind  conduct,  againsi 
Mrs.  Sinclair,  had  been  communicated  by   the  lady  herself  lo  the  Com- 
mander in  Chief? 

The  hon.  baronet  could  not  account  for  the  circumstance  of  General 
Taylor's  recommendation  as  to  the  conduct  and  progress  of  Col.  French's 
levy  being  overlooked,  particularly  when  the  boasted  regularity  of  the 
system  pursued  at  the  Horse  Guards  was  taken  into  consideration.  This 
circumstance  did  appear  to  his  mind,  when  combined  with  Miss  Taylor'* 
evidence,  to  justify  the  strongest  suspicion  of  undue  influence  operating 
upon  the  conduct  of  the  Commander  in  Cliief,  The  learned  gent»leman  en- 
deavoured to  vindicate  the  lawyers  against  the  general  aspessions  thrown 
out  in  the  course  of  the  debate,  as  he  believed  the  gentlemen  of  that  pro- 
fession, much  more  fond  to  defend  than  to  accuse,  and  this  disposition  was 
not  influenced  by  rank  or  station  in  life.  From  the  manner  in  which  this 
discussion  had  gone  on,  from  the  ample  and  candid  examination  of  evi- 
dence which  preceded  it,  he  deduced  a  consolatorj'-  circumstance^  that 
wliatever  the  decision  of  the  Plouse  might  be,  which  he  hoped  would  be  in- 
concurrence,  not  with  popular  clamour,'  but  popular  feeling,  the  country 
would  do  justice  to  its  representatives.  It  had  been  jaid,  that  the  eyes  of 
khe  p^opW  were  turned  upon  them  upon  this  occasion.     Such  he  thought  to 
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be  alwaj'S  the  case ;  but  lue  cared  not  for  hirt>6elf,  that  the  eyes  of  Argni 
were  upon  every  part  of  his  conduct,  ile  trusted  that  he  should  coutinue 
to  satisfy  his  constituents,  and  he  would  declare  that  he  cpuld  not,  con- 
sistently with  his  sense  of  honour  and  probity,  vote  for  the  hon.  gentleman's 
(Mr.  Banks)  address,  which  insinuated  much,  but  charged  nothing — nor 
for  the  original  address,  which  required  too  nnuch.  Agreeing  therefore 
with  ^eitlier,  he  would  reserve  himself  lor  the  vote  upon  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer's  resolution,  upon  which  he  should  propose  an  amendment, 
containing  a  distinct  charge,  to  form  the  ground  of  an  ulterior  proceeding. 
This  amendment,  he  said,  would  be  to  the  following  effect:  **  That  the 
Duke  of  Vork  had  a  knowledge  of  the  corrupt  practices  disclosed  at  the 
bar." 

LoRn  Temple  said,  that  he  withheld  giving  his  opinion  on  the  question 
before  the  House  until  that  protracted  hour,  because  he  was  anxious  to  hear 
the  previous  discussion  on  it.  After  having  heard  the  different  bearings  of  the 
evidence  sifted  and  examined  by  persons  of  great  talents  and  acquirements, 
he  thought  that  he  would  be  the  better  able  to  bring  his  mind  to  a  decision  on 
this  great  subject — one  perhaps  as  important  a«  ever  engaged  the  attention  of 
Parliament.  This  was  not  a  question  of  party-feeling.  It  was  to  be  decided 
on  principles  of  honour  and  justice.  However  anxious  he  might  be  at  other 
times  to  be  considered  as  a  member  of  a  party,  it  was  an  honour  which  he 
would  renounce  on  ti»e  present  occasion.  No  attachment  to  party  should  in- 
duce him  to  decide  this  questioo  on  any  other  grounds  than  those  he  had 
stated.  Whatever  his  political  bias  might  be,  it  should  not  influence  him  in 
the  vote  he  should  give.  Never  in  the  course  of  his  life  had  he  given  his  sen- 
timents on  any  question  with  so  much  pain  to  himself,  as  he  should  on  that 
upon  which  he  was  now  addressing  the  House;  but  the  eyes  of  the  country 
were  upon  them,  and  he  would  discharge  his  duty  and  his  conscience,  however 
acutely  he  might  feel  in  doing  so.  This,  fortunately,  was  not  a  question  affect- 
ing the  loyalty  of  any  man.  It  might  be  discussed  and  decided  consistently 
with  the  most  perfect  veneration  for  the  constitutional  head  of  the  state.  The 
attachment  of  ail  ranks  of  people  to  the  illustrious  Family  on  the  Throiie  was 
daily  increasing,  by  tlie  regard  aud  affection  which  the  virtues  of  the  Sovereign 
inspired.  The  country  had  given  proof  of  their  attachment  by  the  2eal  with 
■which  they  stepped  forward  in  support  of  the  Throne,  when  its  overthrow  waji 
threatened  by  the  furious  principles  that  were  propagated  from  another  peo- 
ple ;  this  they  had  shewn  by  the  sacrifices  of  every  kind  wliich  they  had 
made,  and  were  daily  making.  This  therefore  was  not  a  qnestion,  whether 
they  should  preserve  their  attachment  to  the  Family  on  the  Throne,  but  whe- 
ther an  individual  of  that  family  deserved  to  partake  of  that  confidence  they 
reposed  in  the  head  of  it.  That  the  character  of  a  son  of  the  King  should  now 
be  under  discussion,  was  matter  of  deep  and  severe  regret ;  the  House  must 
acknowledge  that  it  was ;  but  it  was  a  duty  which,  however  painful,  they  must 
discharge  ;  it  was  a  question,  however  it  might  affect  their  feelings,  that  they 
must  decide.  The  cup  was  poured  out,  and  they  must  drink  of  it,  however 
bitter  the  ingredients  might  be;  the  shaft  was  flown  and  must  take  its 
course- 
In  the  progress  of  the  discussion  on'the  charges  against  the  Duke  of  York^ 
much  was  said  on  the  extreme  injustice  of  deciding  upon  the  conduct  of  any 
man  without  a  trial— that  it  was  dealing  unfairly  with  the  illustrious  person 
accused,  to  try  him  in  this  manner — that  it  was  judging  him  in  his  absence-— 
that  the  evidence  was  not  taken  upon  oath.  Whatever  force  there  might  ori- 
ginally have  been  in  these  objections,  this  was  not  the  proper  time  to  make 
thetn.    Such  ^objections  ought  to  have  been  stated  at  the  beginning.    The 
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course  of  proceeding  they  had  adopted  (and  that  course  he  would  observe  was 
not  only  sanctioned  but  dictated  in  a  great  degree  by  the  friends  of  the  Duke 
of  York)  could  not  now  he  changed.     He  had  also  heard  similar  complaints 
respecting  the  violent  prejudices  which  had  gone  abroad.     He  lamented  that 
such  prejudices  shouKl  have  taken  so  strong  and  general  a  hold  on  the  public 
mind,  as  it  was  impassible  for  them  to  disguise  from  themselves  they  had  done. 
Ks  admitted  that  such  prejudices  did  prevail,  but  they  were  inseparable  from 
the  mode  of  procee'ling  adopted  by  the  House,  and  were  not  to  be  urged  in  bar 
of  judgment.     He  agreed  in  an  observation  that  had  in  the  course  of  the  dis- 
cussion been  repeatedly  urged  from  the  other  side  of  the  House,  and,  lately  by 
the  hon.  baronet  on  the  same  bench  with  him,  namely,  that  it  was  incumbent 
on  the  House,  to  come  to  a  specific  decision  on  the  charges  of  corruption,  crimi- 
nal participation,  and   connivance,     it  might  be    said,  that   these   specific 
charges  were  not  made.     True,  they  were  not  reduced  to  writing,  and  formally 
laid  on  the  table,  but  they  were  the  result  of  the  evidei.ce  that  had  been  heard 
at  the  bar.    The  accusation  was  made,  evidence  was  heard  at  the  bar  in  sup- 
port  of  it,  and  out  of  that  evidence  arose  these  charges.     The  House  was,  there- 
fore, called  to  decide  on  the  whole  of  the  evidence,  or  in  other  words  on  the 
whole  of  the  charges.     They  were  called  upon  to  decide  whether  his  Royal 
Highness  had  been  guilty  of  personal  corruption ;  they  were  called  upon  to 
decide  whether  he  was  guilty  of  criminal  participation  ;  they  were  called  upon 
to  decide  whether  he  was  guilty  of  connivance  ;  and  they  were  called  upon  to 
decide  not  onlv  whether  he  was  guilty  of  all  these,  but  they  were  called  upon 
to  decide  on  a  charge  of  allowing  Mrs.  Clarke  to  interfere  in  the  concerns'Df 
the  high  office  with  which  the  Duke  of  York  was  vested',  and  in  the  distribu- 
tion of  military  promotions.    The  House,  in  doing  this,  would  not,  he  trusted, 
come  to  a  decision  in  the  business,  so  as  to  leave  it  uncertain  hereafter  what  was 
the  specific  nature  of  the  miscondhct  with  which  his  Koyal  Highness  was 
charged.    He  would  take  care  that  he  should  give  his  vote  at  least^'upon  the  spe- 
cific charges  of  corruption,  criminal  participation,  connivance^  and  of  allow-  • 
ing  Mrs.  Clarke  to  use  her  influence  in  the  disposal  of  appointments  in  the 

army.  \ 

A  considerable  difference  of  opinion  prevailed  as  to  whether 'the  House 
should  proceed  by  address  or  resolution.  For  his  own  part,  he  thought  the 
mode  by  address  more  becoming  the  dignity  of  the  House.  The  resolutions, 
vhether  they  were  exculpatory  or  accusatory,  might  be  easily  embodied  into 
and  amalgamated  with  the  address.  The  first  resolution  proposed  by  the  right 
hon.  member  w«s,  that  the  House  should  decide.  There  would  be  no  objec- 
tion to  make  that  part  of  an  address.  The  second  was,  whether  his  Royal  High- 
ness was,  or  was  not  guilty  of  corruption.  Again,  there  would  be  no  diflficulty 
in  interweaving  that  in  an  address.  In  short,  it  appeared  to  him  to  be  just  as 
easy  to  put  the  substance  of  the  resolutions  in  the  shape  of  an  address,  as  \\\ 
the  form  proposed  by  the  right  hon.  member.  The  proceeding  by  address 
had  also  one  great  advantage  over  that  which  the  right  hon.  member  wished 
to  recommend.  If  a  resolution  of  censr/e  should  be  carried,  that  resolution, 
in  order  to  be  carried  to  the  foot  of  the  Throne,  must  be  put  in  the  shape  of 
an  address;  otherwise  it  would  lie  a  dead  letter  upon  the  table.  The  House 
therefore  vsould  do  best  to  embody  the  resolutions,  whatever  their  nature  may 
be,  in  the  address  which  is  to  be  laid  before  the  King. 

Now  with  respect  to  these  different  charges,  he  fully  agreed  with  the  hon. 
member  who  last  spoke,  that  the  Duke  of  York  was  not  proved  guilty  of  cor- 
ruption— not  proved  guilty  of  corrupt  participation — not  proved  guilty  of  conr 
nivance.     For,  upon  whose  evidence  did  the  proofs  of  these  facts  depend  ? 
'    Why,  upon  that  of  Mrs.  Clarke,  who  came  self-accused  to  the  bar,  and  gave 
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her  testimony  with  a  character  self-blasted.     If  the  question  on  tliese  specific 
charges,  or  on  any  other  indeed,  were  to  be  wholly  decided  by  iier  evidence, 
it  would  not  have  the  smallest  weight  with  him.     In  pronouncin*^  his  opinion, 
he  should  discard  it  wholly  from  his  consideration,  and  have  no  difficulty  to 
make  up  his  mind  upon  the  subject.     With  respect,  however,  to  Miss'I'aylor's 
evidence,  that  stood  on  other  grounds  ;  he  believed  it  was  correct  in  every 
point-     It  had  beeu  said  tliat  she  came  there  prepared  in   her  part— that  she 
had  previously  rehearsed   it — that  she  was  a  member  of  the  conspiracy,  and 
had  learned  her  story  before  she  appeared  at  the  bar.     He  did  not  believe 
this,     lliere  was  nothing  in  her  manner,  or  the  matter  of  her  evidence,  to 
prove  that  she  was  suborned.     If  she  was  rehearsing  a  part,  she  would   have 
been  better  tutored.     If  she  were  privy  to  a  conspiracy,   would  she  not  have 
come  forward  with  a  detail  of  facts  and  circumstances  tliat  would  have  struck, 
much  more  home  at  the  Duke  of  York  than  the  evidence  she  gave  ?  But  what- 
ever credit  he  might  be  disposed  tp  give  her  evidence,  he  would  not  admit 
that  it  went  to  convict  the  Duke  of  York  of  corruption.     The  House  had 
heard  a  great  deal  about   that   famous   phrase,  *'   How   does  he  behave  to 
you,  darling?"  but  was  this  a  proof  of  corruption?  What  was  the  import  of 
this  expression  ?  "  How  does  he  behave  to  you,  darling,'*  did  not  necessarily 
imply  that  he  meant,  **  how  does  he  pay,  darling?"    The  expression,  how- 
ever,   went  far  to  convict  him  of  suiTering    this  woman    to    interfere  in  his 
ofHcial  duties.      He  thought  that  the  profusion  and  extravagance  that  pre- 
vailed at  Gloucester-place  had  very  improperly  been  urged  as  arguments  to 
prove  that  the  Dyke  of  York  connived  at  the  practices  of  Mrs.  Clarke.    They 
were  far  from  carrying  conviction  to  his  mind.     The  Duke,  it  was  well  known, 
was  not  remarkable  for  the  order  with  which  he  conducted  hfs  own  domestic 
concerns;   how 'was  it  therefore  to  be    expected  that  he  should  take  better 
care  of  Mrs.  Clarke's?    It  was  quite  possible  that  this  profusion,  want  of  order, 
and  distress,  might  have  prevailed,  and  his  Royal  Highness  know  nothing 
of  it.     He  acquitted  the  Duke  of  York  of  corruption  ;  he  acquitted  him  of 
:^criminal  participation;  he  acquitted  him  of  connivance;  but  he  found  him 
deeply  criminal  in  allowing  this  woman  to  interfere  in  his  official  duties.     The 
evidence  brought  forward  by  accident  furnished   convincing  proofs  of  this 
crime.     It  was  evident  in  French's  levy.     It  was  evident  in  the  case  of  Dr. 
O'Meara,  this  minister  of  purity,  this  mirror  of  virtue,    who,    professing  a 
call  from  God,  could  so  far  debase  himself,  so  far  abuse  his  sacred  vocation,  as 
to  solicit  a  recommendation  from  such  a  person  as   Mrs.  Clarke,  by  which, 
with  an  eye  to  a  bishoprick,  he  obtained  an  opportunity  of  preaching  before 
the  King.     What  could  be  said  in  justification  of  his  Royal  Highness  for  allow- 
ing this  hypocrite  to  come  down  to  Weymouth  wnder  a  patronage,  unbecom- 
ing his  duty,  rank,  and  situation?     The  case  of  Kennett  was  equally  strong. 
It  was  proved  that,  in  the  expectation  of  ^a  loan  to  be  procured  for  him  by 
this  man,  his  Royal  Highness  employed    his    influence    to    get  a  place  for 
him.     The  cases  of  Elderton  and  General  Clavering,  but  particularly  of  the 
latter,  shewed  that  Mrs.  Clarke  was  in  the  habit  of   communicating  with 
his  Royal  Highness  on  military  subjects.     His  letter  to  her  on  the  subject 
of  Clavering's  application,  put  it, beyond  the  possibility  of  doubt.      If  this 
communication,  this  kind  of  understanding  on  such  subjects,  had  not  taken 
place,  why  did  the  Duke  express  himself  so  unreservedly  on  the   business? 
ishould  he  not  have  answered  it  in  this  way:  **  I  am  sorry  that  Clavering 
Jjas  applied  through  you  ;    I  was  not    aware    that    he  was  acquainted  with 
our  connection;  I  hope  he  is  not.     But  if  he  knows  anything  of  it,  let  him 
know  this,  that  this  is  a  point   on  which  I  will    not   suffer  you   to   inter- 
fere/* .  -  ^       . 
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Before  he  sat  down,  he  could  not  avoid  alluding  to  the  very  extraordi- 
nary speech  made  by  an  hou.  friend  near  him  (Mr.  Windham)  on  the 
preceding  evening.  The  conclusion  of  that  speech  really  astonished  him. 
He  could  liardiy  conceive  that,  after  the  very  ingenious  and  subtle  argu- 
ments that  he  advanced  in  support  of  his  Royal  Highness,  that  he  would 
have  come  to  the  decision  he  did.  if  his  opinion  had  been  so  nicely 
balanced,  he  would  have  acquitted  the  Duke.  He  would  not  have  em* 
ployed  so  much  time  in  splitting  hairs,  and  then  with  half  a  hair  strangle 
his  Royal  Highness.  If  he  were  in  a  situation  to  approach  that  illustrious 
person,  if  he  could  presume  to  obtrude  his  advice  upon  him,  he  would  ad- 
vise him  to  resign.  (A  loud  laugh  from  the  ministerial  benches,)  If  ministers 
did  their  duty,  they  would  advise  him  to  resign.  They  would  advise  him 
to  resjc^n ;  for  it  was  impossible  his  Royal  Highness  would  siir  a  step  with- 
out hearing  of  these  things.  They  would  meet  him  in  every  street,  in 
every  road,  in  every  corner.  VVherever  he  went,  ihe  deep  murmurs  of 
public  iRdignalion  would  strike  his  ear.  The  time  was  fast  approaching, 
when  we 'perhaps  would  have  to  fight  for  British  interests  on  British 
ground.  At  such  a  dreadful  crisis,  the  safety  of  the  state,  the  salvation  of 
the  country,  the  maintenance  of  our  constitution,  the  preservation  of  our 
liberties,  and  of  every  thing  dear  to  us,  would  depend  on  the  confidence 
reposed  in  him  who  might  have  the  command  of  the  army.  Does  his 
Royal  Highness  suppose  that  he  enjoys  that  confidefice  ?  In  every  eye  that 
glanced  on  him,  m  every  voice  that  assailed  his  ear,  he  might  discover 
unequivocal  indications  that  he  did  not.  There  was  no  alternative  for 
bioj,  therefore,  but  to  resign.  In  retirement  he  might  have  an  opportu- 
nity of  regaining,  at  some  distant  period,  that  public  confidence  which  he 
has  not  now.  '*  His  Royal  Highness,"  said  the  noble  lord,  "cannot  be 
prudently  continued  a  servant  of  the  public.  Highly  thankful  for  the 
patience  with  which  I  have  been  heard,  I  will  no  longer  trespass  on  the  in- 
dulgence of  the  House.  I  have  done  my  duty,  and  I  have  done  it  with 
infinite  pain  and  regret.  It  t\'as  a  maxim  of  Lord  Burleigh,  that  England 
could  not  be  ruined  but   by  her   Parliament.     England   cannot  bk 

RUINED  WHILE  HER  PARLIAMENT  DOES   ITS   DUTY.*' 

Mr.  VVilberforce — "  Having  considered,  Sir,  the  whole  of  the 
evidence  on  this  subject,  and  having  heard  all  that  has  hitherto  been 
stated  on  it,  most  seriously,  it  now  becomes  my  duty  to  state  the  conclu* 
sion  1  have  formed.  In  doing  this,  I  am  to  confess  that  I  have  in  some 
degree  participated  in  those  prejudices  acknowledged  by  others  to  exist> 
even  at  the  outset  of  these  proceedings.  The  honourable  mover  will  pardon 
jne,  and  the  House  will  pardon  me,  when  I  say,  that  I  could  scarcely 
attend  to  the  evidence  at  the  bar,  nor  listen  to  the  charges,  with  that  de- 
gree of  fairiiess  which  I,  as  a  member  of  Parliament,  ought  to  have  done  ; 
but,  as  the  matter  has  gone  on,  1  have  gradually  divested  myself  of  all 
those  prejudices,  and  have  endeavoured  to  form,  in  my  own  mind,  th« 
most  impiirtial  decision.  Sir,  it  appears  to  me,  that  we  may  consider  this 
question  as  divided  into  three  parts :  First,  we  are  naturally  to  consider 
what  degree  of  guilt  attaches  to  the  Royal  Duke  ;  that  is,  whether  or  not 
^e  be  chargeable  witli  a  corrupt  participation  in  the  profits  with  Mrs. 
Clarke  ?  Secondly,  whether  he  be  chargeable  with  merely  a  connivance 
at  her  partaking  of  those  profits  ?  And  in  the  next  place,  to  consider  the 
whole  of  the  subject ;  and,  as  members  of  Parliament,  to  come  to  thosa 
conclusions,  upon  a  fair  view  of  it,  as  it  may  present  itself  to  our  minds, 
lu  regard  to  the  first  part  of  this  question,  1  mean  how  the  Duke  of  York 

has 
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hsa  participated  in  the  corrupt  practices,  I  c^not  help  stating,  that  it  i9 
astonishing  to  me,  after  having  examined  all  the  testimony,  that  his  Royal 
Highness  should  not  h?ive  felt  some  strong  suspicions  of  what  was  going 
forward,  and  it  is   impossible   to   do  away  the   effect  of  those  suspicions. 
His  Royal   Highness  must  undoubtedly   have  known,  from   his  military 
friends,  that  there  was  a  strong  and  prevailing  idea  of  the  existence  of 
some  corrupt  ways  in  obtaining  army  promotions.    Tliese  were  not  things 
done  in  a  corner,  nor  talked  of  as  secrets  by  some  obscure  individuals ; 
but  they  were  matters  generally  spoken  of  even   in  public,    fre<iuently 
hinted  at  in  pamphlets  in  general  circulation,  and  known  in  particular  bj 
military  men,  whose  attention  was  drawn  in  a  peculiar  degree  to  these 
objects.     Had  the  Commander  in   Chief  not  a  number  of  military  men, 
with  whom  he  raight  have  conversed  upon  this  subject,  whenever  he  knew 
pf  it?     It  has  now  appeared  that  it  must  have  been  the  notorious  and 
prevailing  opinion  throughout   the  array,  and  even  in    other  professions, 
that  army  patronage,  as  well  as  other  situations,  had  been  corruptly  dis- 
posed of,  and  it  had   gone  forth   that   the   whole  of   this   was  effected 
through  the  influence  of  the  Duke  of  York.     The  mistresses  of  princes 
have  been  in  several  former  instances  the   means  of  giving  rise  to  the  ob- 
taining places  corruptly.     The  Duke  of  York  is  a  man  of  erudition  and 
polite  education,    and  he  must  surely  have  read  in  history,    that  such 
practices  have  arisen  in  former  times  in   the  court  of  France,  and  «ven  in 
our  own  court,  as  is  stated  in  the  history  of  this  country.     It  was  impossi- 
ble for  him  not  to  know  that  the  mistress  of  a  prince  was  in  fact  the  most 
likely  person,  if  not  discouraged,  to  keep,  as  it  were,  an  open  shop  for  t!ve 
sale  of  offices.     He  must  have  known  that  Mrs.  Clarke  was  hkely  to  in- 
dulge herself  in  the  continuance  of  this  species  of  traffic,  if  he  at  all  had 
adverted  to  the  tenour  of  her  old  habits.     In  the  next  place,  the  Duke 
knew  that  she  was  exceedingly  distressed  for  money,  and  therefore  that  s\» 
would  not  only  have  an  interest  in  such  illicit  and  corrupt  dealings,  but 
would  be  greatly  tempted,  from  her  necessities,  to  avail  herself  of  them- 
He  must  have  known,  that  Mrs.  Clarke  was  from  time  to  time  soliciting 
his  interest  concerning  persons  who  were  speaking  to  her  upon  the  subject 
of  promotions.     It  must  be  astonishing  indeed,    if  he,  as  well  as  ihey, 
did  not  know  that  she  had  some  means  of  obtaining  situations,  in  conse- 
«)uence  of  a  corrupt  influence.     In  the  evidence  of  Mr.  Corri,   it  appears 
tliat  Mr^.  Clarke  called  upon  him,  and  desired  him  to  burn  his  papers,  as 
the  Duke  was  very  angry.     Now.  I  think,  that  however  much  it  has  been 
alleged  that   this  makes  in  favour  of  his  Royal  Highness  in  one  view, 
yet,  in  another,  it  shews  that  the  injury  arising   from  these  instances  of 
corruption  had  been  confirmed   in  his  mind  by  some  facts  coming  within 
his  notice;  his   Royal  Highness  does  not  seem  to  have  availed  himself  of 
the  opportunity  he   enjoyed  of  consulting  those  excellent  and  honourable 
men  who    were  about  him,  so  as  to  prevent  Mrs.  Clarke  imposing  on  his 
weakness,  and  practising  on  his  credulity.     On  the  contrary,  it  rather  ap- 
pears, that  so  far  from  discouraging  these  practices,  or  consulting  these 
persons,  he  endeavoured   to  keep   them  entirely  in  the  dark  concerninc/ 
ihem.     When  the  Duke  of  York  placed  the  letter  from  Mrs.  Sutherland  in 
Col.  Gordon's  hands,  complaining   of  that  lady's    receiving  ill-treatment 
from  Major  Turner,  and  begging  that  that  officer  might  not  be  allowed  to 
resign,  or  to   sellout,  in  order  that  the   lady  miglit  know  where  to  find 
him.  Col.  Gordon  declared  at  the  bar,   that  he  did  not  know  there  had 
ever  been  such  a  person  as  Mrs,  Sutherland  in  the  world.     We  know  there 

had 
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bad  been  a  connection  betwixt  Mrs.  Sutherland  and  the  Duke ;  Ui  fact, 
that  she   had  formerly  been  ihe   Duke's  mistress ;  so  that  we  see,  by  this 
simple  fact,  how   the  Duke  shut  his  eyes  against  such   things  as  these, 
instead  of  endeavouring  to  apprise  that  very  man,  who  of  all  others  was 
the  most  ready  to  prevent  him  from  falling  down   that  precipice,  of  which  . 
he  is  now   on  the  brink.     I  cannot  help  thinking,  that  although  Col.  Gor- 
don appears  to  have  had  that  share  of  contidence  with  the  Royal  Duke,  to 
which  he  was  justly  entitled,  it  does  not  appear  that  he  had  been  favoured 
with  that  degree  of  confidence  so  as  to  have  been  able  to  discharge  the  best 
office  of  a  friend.     It  has  been  stated,  that  Col.  Gordon  was  the  bosom 
friend  of  the  Duke;  and  would  that  it  had  been  so!     On  the  contrary, 
he  seems  to  have  kept  him  at  that  dignified  distance  which   he  imagined 
was  most  becoming  his  royal  mind.     An  important  conclusion  arises  from 
this  circumstance,  which   has  not  been  adverted  to,  either  by  those  who 
brought  forward  and  support  these  charges,  or  by  those  who  defend  the 
Royal  Duke.     There  was  evc^y  degree  of  legal  assistance  in  endeavouring 
to  search  out  witnesses,  and  bring  forth  all  the  oral  and  written  evidence 
that  was  possible,  for  the  defence  of  his    Royal  Highness.     All  that  in- 
fluence, rank,  and  power  could  effect,  has  been  put  in  practice.     This,  I 
own,  is  perfectly  right  and  proper  ;  but  I  only  mean  to  draw  this  inference 
from  it,  that  if  these  charges  had  been  false  and  undue  charges,  or  had 
they  arisen  merely  from  an  unfavourable  impression   against  the  Duke  of 
York,  we  have  reason   to  believe   that   it  was  owing   to  circumstanc'^.s 
escaping,  or  eluding  the  sagacity  of  his  advocates  ;  other  witnesses  were 
not  brought  forward,  but  it  was  because  they  were  confined  ;  it  would  in- 
jure their  own  cause  to  have  proceeded   farther  than  they  have  done. 
{Hear  !)     Before  I  go  at  all  into  the  several  cases,  let  aie  consider  what 
are  the  kinds  of  proof  on  which  these  charges  weie  brought  forward,    they 
must  be  from  the  evidence  of  Mrs.  Clarke,  of  the  Duke  of  York,  or  from 
those  who  received-  his  favours.     We  are  to  suppose  that  those  who  re- 
ceived his  favours  would  say  as  little  as  possible  abortt  them.     Now  it  so 
happens  that  we  have  evidence  of  all  these  sorts.     We  have  the  evidence 
of  Mrs.  Clarke,  and  of  the  Duke  of  York,  by  means  of  the  letters  pro- 
duced ;  and  also  the  evidence  of  those  who  had  received  favours.     We 
h:ive,  in  addition  to  this,  the  evidence  also  of  the  agents  employed,  as  to 
how  far  they  in  fact  were  aware  of  Mrs.  Clarke's  designs.     Now,  Sir, 
with  regard  to  witnesses,  it  may  perhaps  be  proper  to  say  a  word  or  two 
as  to  the  testimony  of  Mrs.  Clarke.     Undoubtedly  she  does  seem  to  have 
very  little  scruple   in  violating  truth,  as  she  has  frec^uently  contradicted 
herself,  and  nas  been  in  several  instances  contradicted  by  others.     Having 
said  thus  much,  let  me  explain  my  meaning,  to  prevent  inferences  being 
drawn   from  it,  farther   than    I  am  willing  to  allow.     There  can  be  no 
riitference  in  the  case  of  any  individual   stating  facts  at  the  bar,  with  or 
without  oath.     But  I  may  say  this  much,  that  I   have  felt  very  considera- 
ble doubts  as  to  the   proper  mode  of  carrying  on  this  inquiry.     W lien  my 
right  hon.    and  learned   friend  opposite  sets  out  with  stating,  that  Mrs. 
Clarke  must  have  given   her  testmiony  in  a  very  different  way  had  it  been 
vjpon  oath;  let  him  recollect  also,  that  it  was  received  in  a  very  different 
way  from  what  it  otherwise  would   have   been.     It  excited  a  degree  "of 
levity,  and  reduced  the  respect  which  would  have  been  paid  to  it,  had  it 
been  upon  oath.     Alihough  I  could  not   give  her  a  very  great  degree  of 
credit,  yet  her  evidence,  I  must  confess,  was  confirmed  in  a  number  o£ 
points,  and  even  in  those  cases  where  she  was  thought  to  be  most  romanc- 
ing. 
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ing.    In  the  case  of  Doctor  O'iMeara,  for  instance,  we  were  really  led  to 
believe  tliat  he   was  a  ciealure  of  imagination,  and  even  in  the  case  of 
General    Clavering,  no    one    could   suppose  that   the   circumstances  she 
stated  were  other  than  fabrications,  until  they  absolutely  came  out  upon 
bis  own  evidence,  confirmed  in  every   particular  by  the   letters  produced. 
She  said  she   had  given  the  Duke  a  slip  of  paper,  which  she  had  received 
from  Dr.  Thy nne,  and   a  little  before  she   said  so,  Dr.   Thynne  had,  un- 
known to  her,  stated  at  the  bar,  that  he  had  given  her  a  bit  of  paper,   with 
the  names  of  Colonels  Brook  and  Knight,  and  the  purport  of  their  appli- 
cation.    This  paper  she  told  you  she  had  shewn  to  the  Duke  after  dinner. 
Although  these  matters  be  small  in  consequence,  yet  they  are  not  on  that 
account  to  be  despised,  as  they  shew  they  were  not  so   likely  to   be  in- 
vented.    She  said  in  another  case,  that  she  never  suffered  the  servants  to 
come  into  the  room  in  livery,  when  the  Duke  was  present.     It  turned  out 
afterwards  that  the  coachman  had   been  known  to  come  in,  but  it  also 
turned  out  that  he.  upon  those  occasions,  did  not  wear  a  livery.     But  the 
strongest  evidence  of  all  is  those  letters  frou)  the  Duke  of  York  produced 
by  A'Us.  Clarke,  and   also  those  that  have  been  extorted  from  Capt.  San- 
don.     The  learned  gentlemen  opposite  do  not  appear  to  have  attended  to 
those  letters  ;  for  they  seem  to  have  forgotten  that  the  business  of  a  judge 
is  to  sum  up  all  the  evidence,  and  yet  they  have  thought  proper  to  leave 
out  the  most  material  part  of  the   whole.     {Hear  !  har  !  /lear  !)     That 
mysterious  note,  which  has  been  so  often  spoken  of,  is  important,  because 
it  was  impossible  that  Mrs.  Clarke  could  have  any  idea  that  she  could 
support  her  evidence  by  means  of  it.     Did  not  these  learned  gentlemen 
opposite  naturally  suppose,  that  all  these  letters  would  be  valuable  evi- 
dence to  disprove  Mrs.    Clarke's  testimony  ?     For   that  purpose  most  of 
them  were  produced,  and  yet  they  studiously  leave  out  any  animadversions 
upon  them',  because  they  found,  that  so   far  from  discrediting  her  testi- 
mony, they  afforded  some  very   strong  proofs  indeed  of  some  of  the  most 
material  charges  that  were  or  could  be  brought  forward.     I  cannot  believe 
what  Mrs.  Clarke  told  us  about  the  Duke  saying  to  her,  that  if  she  were  a 
clever  woman,  she  need  not  want  money.     There  is  something  improbable 
in  that,  although  it  might  be  possible  "that  he  himself  might  not  be  dis- 
posed to  watch  over  his  expenses  with  that  care  which  a  person  of  less  in- 
come,   or   in   distressed  circumstances,    might  deem   proper   and  neces- 
sary. 

As  to  Knight's  case,  I  think  its  importance  arises  from  its  shewing  that 
commissions  were  to  be  obtained  by  such  corrupt  means  as  therein  stated. 
And  can  any  thing  be  more  injurious  to  the  general  character  of  the  army, 
than  a  notion  prevailing  that  preferment  is   not  to  be   obtained  by  doing 
dutv  well,  but  by  condescending  to  every^species  of  meanness  to  a  woman 
of  this  kind  ?     With  regard  to  the  case  of  Dewier,  I  think  it  involves  a 
serious  charge,  as  it  is   evident  that  a  place  in  the  Commissariat  was  ob- 
tained through  corrupt  influence  with  the  Duke  of  York.     I  do  not  believe 
that  such  situation  v\'as  in  any  degree  procured  by  the  interference  of  Sir 
Brook  Watson  ;  for   it  appears  that  I\Ir.  Dowler's  politics  were  altogether 
contrary  to  those  of  that  worthy  baronet  ;  and,  besides,  it  would  be  ex- 
traordinarv  that  "Sir  Brook  Watson,  having   a  son,  should  think  ol^  giving 
that  place'to  a  person  who  had  been  opposing  him.     As  to  French's  levy, 
there  is   evidently  something  very   suspiciotia  in  it;  and,  although  it  does 
not  appear  that  \\i%  Duke  participa'.ed  in  the  corruption,  yet,  I  must  say. 
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14m  p.slonished  he  should  have  been  so  blind  as  not  to  see  that  which 
every  man  must  have  seen.     Only  consider  the  evidence  of  Miss  Taylor, 
confirnu^d  as  it  is  by  those  letters  and    notes,  especially  those  written  to 
Capt.  Sandon,  which,  whether  he  were  the  dupe  or  the  accomplice  of  Mrs. 
Clarke,  shew  there  was  a  continual  course  of  correspondence  carrying  on 
between  them,  and  that  she  was  constantly  receiving  information  on  mili- 
tary matters,  and  you  will  find  it  exceedingly  strong  and  corroborative  of 
Mrs.  Clarke's  testimony.     If  Captain  Sandon  were  actually  the  dupe,  he 
could    in    a    moment    have    proved    Mrs.   Clarke's    statement   as   to  in- 
fluence to  be  false,  by  applying  to  the  Duke  of  York;  but  so  far  from  it, 
Capt.  Sandon  kept  advancing  money  to  her,  from  time  to  time,  in  order, 
as  he  hoped,  to  eftect  his  purpose.     Although  there  be  some  contrariety  in 
IMrs.   Clarke's  slaiement  of  the  conversation  with  ihe  Duke,  and  that  of 
Miss  Taylor,  I  think  it  is  sufficient  still  to  force  me  to  come  to  the  con- 
clusion, that  the  Duke  of  York  was  privy  to  that  transaction,  and  therefore 
a  participator  in  it.     As   to-  the  case   of  Capt.  Tonyn,  I  think  the  note 
produced  relative  to  it,  if  it  had  been  a  forgery,  would  have  had  more  added 
to  it,  in  order   to  produce  the  conclusions  intended  to  be  drawn  fr-om  it, 
without  incurring   the  risk  of  detection.— Considering  that  Capt.  Sandon 
gave  exactly  the  same  account  of  it   to  Capt.  Hamilton,  at  Portsmouth, 
originally,  as  h^  afterwards  gave  at  the  bar,  I  cannot  but  suppose  that  it 
was  the  real  fact,  that  the  note  was  shewn  some  way  or  other,  although 
Ave  might  easily   conceive  that  some  other  pretence  had  been  made  to  the 
Duke  for  obtaining  it. 

As  to  Captain  Turner's  case,  it  appears  to  me  to  give  an  idea  that  Mrs. 
Sutherland,  at  the  time  of  the  application,  had  so  great   an   influence  over 
Jiim,  although  in  fact  not  uving  with  him,   but    with   another,  as  to   induce 
,l)im  to  refuse  resignation  to  an  officer,  whose   military  character  was    well 
known.     It'  then  he  were  so  much  led  away  by  Mrs.  Sutherland,   when   not 
living  with  her,  how  much  more   probable  was  it,   that  he  would   be  led 
av>ray  by  the  fascinating  charms  of  the  one  with  whom  he  lived  ?      {Hear  \ 
Hear  ')      1  own   frankly   that  my    view    of  the  case  is  this,  that  notwith- 
standing all  that  has  been  said   by  the  right  hon.  and  learned  gentleman  on 
.the  other  side,    the  aiwendinent  that  has   been  proposed   by  the  hon.  mem- 
.her  below  me  (Mr.  Banks),    does  exactly  state  my    conviction   as   to  the 
conduct  of  tlie  Duke  of  York.     It  is  evident  that  the  Duke  could  not  avoid 
suspecting  that  such  prai;tices  existed.     It  was  a  good  deal  like  the  general 
-conviction  and  feeling  of  a  man,   who  knows  that  his  aft'airs  are  going  into 
a  bad  state;  he  is  always  afraid   that  he  is   spending   too   much   money, 
but  he  does  not  choose  to  look  into  his  affairs,  so    that  he  almost  persuades 
himself  that  he  can  go  on  living  as  he  has  done.     Any   one  who  knows  the 
nature  of  the  human  mind  must  know,  that  it  is  very  possible  for  a  person  to 
have  that  sort  of  sensaUon  we  are  now  speaking  of.     J  cannot  say  I  know  of 
.  all    these  corrupt  practices  paiticularly  ;  but  I  go  as  far  as  I  can  in  acquit- 
ting his  Royal  Highness,  and  i  should  be  rather  led  to  agree  with  the  motioQ 
of  my  hon.  iViend,  th.ui  acquit   him  altogether.     It  has  been  said,  that  it 
-would  be  more  manly  to  come  to  a  direct  charge  of  guilt ;  but  it  is  because 
-they  think  it  would  be  more  easy  to  persuade  the  House   to  retract.     lam 
■as  old  a  soldier  as  any  of  tliese  learned  gentleinen,   and    am  fully  aware  of 
the  tricks  that  are  practised  in  this  House.-— (//tar  !    hear  \     hear  \)     That 
,  is  most  manly  which  really  exjn'esses   the  conviction  of  our  understanding, 
,  His  lloyal   iiiglmess  having  put   hnn'elf,  by  tlieir  advice,   in  the  situation 
Jije ,now  stands  before  us,  that  makes  it  imoossible  for  me  to  do  otherwise. 

It 
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it  is  a  situation   which   I,  in  common  with  all  others  deplore.     At  c^ 
time,    it  was  said  to  be    a  plot;    but  I  cannot   think  there   is  aiiy  proof 
whatever   that  it  has   been   so  ;    for   it   is  remarkable   that  Mrs.  Clarke 
was  upon  bad  terms   with   most  of  the  witnesses  brought  to  the  bar,   such 
as  Donovan,  Sandon,  Maltby,  Dowler,  and  jNIrs.  Sutherland.    This  circum- 
stance does  away  all  suspicion  that  it  was  a  plot.     But   the  strongest  of  all 
evidence  in  confirmation  of  INJrs.  Clarke's  testimony,  is   to  me  the  Duke's 
letters,  both  because  they  are  a  species  of  evidence  justly  esteemed,    and 
were  written  at  the  time  these  transactions  were  going  on.— -She  did   not 
know  they  were  in  existence.— Of  Col.  Gordon,  Col.  Brownrigge,  and  Gen. 
Calvert,  none  can  speak  more  higlily  than  I  am   disposed   to  do.     I  can 
never  forget  the  effect  produced  when  I  saw  Col.  Gordon  at  the  bar^  called 
upon  to  state  whether  that  mysterious  note  was  of  the  Duke  of  York's  handr 
writing.     There  v;as  a  dignity,  simplicity,  and  determination  on  his  part  to 
do  his  duty,  which  conduct,  howe\ef  painful  it  might  be  to   him,  onts  could 
not  but  in  the  highest  degree  respect,     if  the  Duke  of  York  had  stated  to 
those  gentlemen,  that  he  apprehended  INlrs.  Clarke  was  irregularly  interfer- 
ing with  army  promotions,  1  am  sure  they   would,  when  called  to  your  bar, 
have  stated  fairly,  that  such  .warnings  had  been  given  ;   for  the  real  fact  is, 
that  the  soldiers  and  sailors  of  this  country,   at    the  same    time   that  they 
have  strong  bodies,  have    vigorous  minds.     It  is  this  and  the  nature  of  the 
Britisli  Constitulion,  that  makes  every  one  of  them    feel  himself  a  man    of 
consequence. — I  have  m^Tely  spoken   of   that  part  of  the  evidence  which 
shews  that  many    suspicions   must  have  rested   on   the  Duke's  mind,  as  to 
these  corrupt  practices  ;  and  I  cannot  go  the  length  of   acquitting  him  of 
all  connivance.     Undoubtedly    1  do    Iree   him  .irom  any  real  knowledge, 
amounting  to   participation  in   that  corruption;  and    it  gives  me  the  sm- 
cerest  satisfaction  to  do  so.     Besides   this,  it  is   absolutely   necessary  to 
to  make  that  reparation  to  the  wounded  morality  of  the  country,  which  we 
can  only  effect  by  expressing  an  opinion,   that  the  comnrai.d  of  the  army 
cannot  any  longer  remain  iu  the  hands  of  his  Royal  Highness  the  Duke  of 
York."     fie  concluded  by  imploring  the  House  to  consider,  tijat  the  safety 
of  the  country  depended  on  their  decision. 

Mr.  Canning  rose  amid»,t  loud  cries  of  Jlucstion\  He  strongly  objected  io 
tbe  compromise  of  opinions  on  this  subject,  and  was  astonij^^.ied  that  iiis  hoiioi'.r- 
able  friend  (Mr.  Wilbcrforce),  of  all  incH,  should  have  proposed  such  a  thing, 
considering  how  little  he  had  practised  the  tactics  of  Parliament.  The  House 
o-ught  to  come  to  a  spccilic  decision  on  the  charge  of  corruption.  His  lion, 
friend  had  said  that  he  was  not  prepared  to  say  that  tire  Duke  had  connived— 
{Nq,  no,  from  Mr.  IFUbcrforce).  Then  he  was  prepared  to  say  so  (Xo,  no). 
Then  he  was  not  prepared  to  sav  any  thing  on  the  subject  («  loud  luifgh). 
And  this  was  the  result  of  six  davs  debate.  He  felt  deeply  on  the  point  of 
iuorals,  but  he  doubted  whether  it  was  a  subject  proper  for  this  House  to  take 
up.     He  denied  that  the  House  was  disposed  to  interpose  a  shield  between  hh 


pear  on  the  record  ;  and,  tlierefore,  justice  to  the  illustrious    Duke  required 
that  the  House  should,  in  the  first  instance,  decide  on  the  charge  of  corruption. 


The  plan  proposed  on  the  oilier  side  was  of  the  same  nature  as  if  a  judge  should 
say  to  a  jury,  ''Gentlemen,  whether  the  prisoner  is  guilty  of  this  or  that,  I. 
know  not ;  but  that  is  not  the  question  for  you  to  decide  :  you  are  to  consider 
whether,  from  other  circumstances,  it  may  not  be  prudent  to  have  him  hanged.'* 

(a  laugh).  1      ,  1        1      T  1 

The  grave  charge  of  corruption  having  been  made,  that  ought  to  be  disposed 

of.     But  be  allowed  that  after  that  there  were  uiijior  consideratioDS  which  well 

deserved 
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§berved  the  attention  of  the  House.  This  question,  however,  ought  to  be  ni?- 
posed  of  separately.  With  regard  to  the  letter  of  the  Duke  of  York  to  the 
House,  he  stated  that  the  meanest  person  at  the  bar  of  a  court  of  justice  was 
forced  to  plead  not  guilty.  He  was  forced  to  say  that  he  would  be  tried  by 
God  and  his  Country.  Yet  when  the  Duke  of  York  called  for  trial  in  this  way, 
it  was  to  be  denied  him.  Was  that  equality  ?  The  mode  which  the  Duke  of 
Y'ork  had  taken  of  addressing  a  letter  to  the  Speaker,  he  afiirmed  to  be  a  much 
better  course  than  if  he  had  himself  come  into  the  House,  for  in  the  latter 
course  he  must  have  solicited  the  consent  of  his  Peers.  He  affirmed,  in  oppo- 
sition to  what  had  fallen  from  the  last  Speaker,  that  the  letters  had  been  fully 
considered  by  those  who  supported  the  propositions  of  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer,  and  mentioned  that  thirty-one  out  of  forty-two  had  been  commented 
on  in  one  speech  (that  of  Mr.  Croker.) 

The  note  which  had  excited  such  a  sensation  had  been  swelled  into  more  im- 
portance than  ft  deserved.  He  protested  against  this  method  of  drawing  in- 
ferences from  the  letters  of  public  men,  and  mentioned  an  instance  of  a  letter 
which  he  himself  had  written  to  a  poetical  lady,  v.ho  had  written  an  Ode  on 
Vaccination,  which  by  such  inferences  might  be  tortured  into  high  treason.  He 
expressed  his  astonishment  that  it  should  have  been  said  that  Sir  B.  Watson 
could  not  have  appointed  Mr.  Dowler,  because  his  father  differed  from  him  in 
politics;  and  remarked  with  a  great  deal  of  humour,  upon  the  lofty  polit ical 
dissentions  between  Deputy  Dowler  and  Commissary  Watson.  He  denied  that 
he  had  said  that  infamy  must  attach  to  the  accused  or  the  accuser,  though  he  did 
say  that  it  must  rest  somewhere ;  and  it  did  rest  with  that  confederacy,  of  which 
the  Duke  of  York  had  been  the  dupe  and  the  victim.  As  lie  had  in  one  in- 
stance been  misrepresented  by  addition,  he  had  in  another  been  misrepresented 
by  curtailment.  When  he  said  that \ome  men  might  be  led  to  doubt  whether 
the  licentiousness  of  the  press  did  not  over-balance  its  benefits — he  had  added, 
that  the  evil  was  temporary,  but  the  good  permanent.  This  had  been  left  out, 
and  as  an  argument  in  favour  of  his  own  recollection,  he  alluded  to  the  misre- 
presentation as  having  taken  place  in  one  publication  only,  out  of  twelve.  Mr. 
Canning  also  observed,  that  before  these  charges  had  been  brought  forward,  it 
would  have  been  well  to  have  weighed,  whether  the  evil  would  not  surpass  tlie 
good  that  could  be  produced.  This  was  his  feeling,  and  he  would  not  conceal 
it,  though  he  should  be  misrepresented  so  far  as  to  have  said,  that  the  transgres- 
sions of  Princes  ought  to  be  overlooked.  If  the  day  should  come,  when  the 
thanks  of  the  House  should  be  moved  to  the  accuser,  he  would  oppose  the  mo- 
tion, and  he  trusted  he  would  find  many  to  join  him.  He  concluded  a  most 
able  speech,  by  again  insisting  upon  the  necessity  of  comuig  to  a  distinct  reso- 
lution on  the  charge  of  corruption. 

Lord  Folkstone,  in  explanation,  said,  that  as  to  the  observations  v.hich  had 
fallen  from  him,  on  the  point  of  infamy,  they  fell  to  the  ground,  if  the'right  hon. 
gentleman  had  not  made  use  of  the  words  attributed  toliim  ;  but,  at  the  same 
time,  he  spoke  not  from  any  publication,  but  from  his  own  recollection.  In 
allusion  to  sn  insinuation  against  him,  bv  Mr.  Canning,  he  observed,  that  he 
had  arrogated  to  himself  more  authority  than  the  Almighty,  when  he  (Mr.  Can- 
ning) visited  the  sins  of  the  fatiier  on  tHe  children,  to  the  third  and  fourth  gene- 
ration. His  Lordship  appealed  to  the  House  as  to  the  want  of  liberality  and 
decency  in  such  a  proceeding  (Hear,  hear,  hear  !). 

Mr.  PoNSONBY  observed,  that  the  House  must  have  been  highly  satisfied 
with  the  cool  and  candid  manner  in  which  the  right  hon.  gentleman  had  per- 
formed his  judicial  duty  («  loud  laugh).  The  right  hon.  gentleman  assumed 
that  it  was  the  duty  of  the  House  to  proceed  by  resolution.  But  where  he 
found  this  principle,  he  had  forborne  to  state.  He  (Mr.  Ponsonbv)  was  dis- 
posed to  acquit  the  Duke  of  York  of  personal  corruption  ;  but  on  wliat  remain- 
ed he  liad  no  doubt  that  his  Royal  Highness  ought  to  be  removed  from  his  situ- 
ation of  Commander  in  Chief. 

It  was  utterly  impossible,  the  hon.  gentleman  observed,  to  say  that  the  Duke 
of  York  was  not  in)plicated  in  the  corruption,  when  he  allowed  Mrs.  Clarke  to 

persevere 
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persevere  ui  earning  it  on.  The  case  of  Kennett  was  wrv-'ly  rot  eonnectr-d  with  ' 
the  arniv,  but,  at  the  same  time,  the  offer  was  matk-  to  tht-  Duke  of  York  as 
Commander  in  Chief,  and  the  House  did  not  find  that  {\\\^  eDinmunication  had 
been  discontinued.  I'his  transac.ion  \vas  so  near  to  personal  corruption,  so 
loose  and  vague  in  itself,  that  it  was  imjwssible  to  say  it  should  not  actuate  the 
conduct  of  the  Commander  in  Chief.  This  was  a  case  of  all  otiiers  in  v.hicli  the 
educated  part  of  the  community  was  capable  of  judging.  They  were  accis- 
tomed  fo  weigh  evidence  as  well  as  the  members  of  that  House,  and  it  was  in 
vain  for  gentlemen  of  their  own  authority  to  give  such  a  chara ;:tcr  to  their  owji 
proceedings.  There  never  was  any  thing  so  necessary  as  that  the  people  shoul<i 
have  conlidence  in  their  representatives — that  they  should  think  them  honour- 
able, and  that  they  should  really  be  so. 

The  ([ULStion  was  then  loudly  called  for,  and  the  strangers  Mrere  orckrvd  to 
withdraw. 

While  the  noes  were  in  the  lobby,  Mr.  Perceval  addressed  them.  He  ci>- 
scrved  that  it  was  likely  there  might  be  several  division^  to  ni  ?;ht.  Tlie  iir^t 
merelv  regarded  the  form  of  proceedhig.  The  second  would  liispose  of  Mr. 
Wardle's  address.  If  it  should  be  negatived,  he  should  then  move  the  secomi 
of  his  resolutions,  having  waved  the  first.  The  effect  of  this  res(.)lutioit  would 
be,  to  dccbre  the  opinion  of  the  House  on  the  innocence  of  the  Duke  or  YorJ-i.. 
— HaviiiQ:  succeeded  in  it,  he  should  move  that  the  farther  proceedings  be  acU; 
journed  till  Friday.  He  begged,  however,  that  gentlemen  would  not  leave  the 
[House,  as  it  was  desirable  that  the  main  question  should  be  carried  this  ivight, 
'iuid  he  suspected  there  might  be  several  divisions. 

On  a  division  the  immbers  were — 

For  Mr.  Banks's  amendment  -        -        -        199 

Against  it         --.--..        i^94 

Majority  against  the  amendment        -        -        *        — g5 

A  second  division  afterwards  took  place  on  iMr.  Perceval's  amendment  o» 
Mr.  Wardie's  address. 

For  the  amendment  -  -  ,  -  .  364 
For  tlie  original  motion  -  -  -  -  -  123 
Majority  in  favour  of  the  Duke  of  York  -'       — 24  I 

Mil.  Perceval  then  moved,  "  That  the  House  should  decid<^  on  his 
serotid  resolution,  declatory  ot  the  innocence  of  his  Royal  Highness  tl;e 
Duke  of  York  ;"  which  being  opposed,  and  a  debate  likely  to  tak.^  place, 
lie  proposed  to  adjourn  the  taking  it  into  consideration  till  Friday,  which  was 
agreed  lo,  and  the  House  adjourned,  at  HALF  PAbT  SIX  O'CLOCK, 
to  thai  day. 

Fridai/j  March  17. 

The  Order  ofihe  Day'for  resuming  the  discussion  upcn  ihe  conduct  of  ihe 
Duke  ol  York  \ye\r\^  read, 

Tiie  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  observed^  liialaslhe  original 
qne<>ir)n  had  been  disposed  of  by  a  decision,  that  the  House  should  proceed 
b>  resolution  ralher  than  by  address,  he  proposed,  if  there  were  no  difference 
i>^oj)iiiion,  lo  withdraw  his  first  resolution,  as  he  before  stated,  in  order  to 
introduce  an  amendment,  the  main  object  of  which  would  be  to  omit  the 
word  Charges  n<>  one  now  appearing  to  press  any  charges  of  personal  cor- 
rupsion  or  criminal  connivance  against  the  Duke  of  York.  If,  however,  there 
were  any  debate  upon  that  point,  it  might  be  gone  into  upon  the  second  re- 
sokiLion.  He  was  aware,  that  any  gtMiileman  was  at  liberty  to  deliver  his 
sentiments  upon  this  as  well  as  upon  any  subsequent  stage  of  the  proceeding. 
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It  was,  however,  seldom  denied  to  any  member  (o  wilhdraw  any  proposition 
he  might  submit,  in  order  to  correct  a  mistake,  or  supply  an  omission;  sucli 
a  denial  was  certainly  not  usual  in  pariiamentafy  practice.  The  object  of  his 
proposed  amendment  was,  after  a  narrative  ot  the  ca'^e,  as  i(  appeared  be- 
fore the  Hou<e,  to  add  somewhat  in  these  words — "  That  the  House  having 
appointed  a  Committee  to  examine  into  the  conduct  of  his  Ro)aI  Hi^^hness 
the  Duke  of  York,  upon  the  subject  of  military  promotions,  and  the  disposal 
ofcommissions,  had  laliy  investigated  and  carefully  considered  several  slate- 
noents  in  evidence  before  it,  relative  to  personal  corruption  or  criminal  con- 
nivance on  the  part  of  the  Duke  of  York,  do  fee!  it  expedient  to  declare  an 
opinion  upon  the  truth  or  falsehood  of  those  statements/' —  This  amend- 
ment being  carried,  the  right  honourable  gentleman  said,  that  he  should  ful- 
low  it  up  with  the  propositions  he  had  before  described. 

Mr.Tierney  objected  to  the  course  proposed  by  the  right  honourable 
gentleman;  for  if  ihe  amendment  were  received  on  the  Journals,  there  would  be 
110  ground  for  any  further  proceeding  beyond  that  of  the  acquittal  of  the  Duke 
of  York  from   the  charge  of   personal  corruption  and   criminal  connivance. 
That  the   House  should  have  decided  in  favour  of  proceeding  by  resolution 
instead  of  address,  was   to   him  a  matter  of  regret,   because   much  might  be 
conveyed  in  an  address  which  could  not  conslstenily  be  staled  in  a  resolution. 
The  diaracter  of  the  Duke  of  York,  he  considered  as  a  public  property,  be- 
cause the  pi'iblic  were  interested  that  a  person  so  near  the  Throne  should  not 
be  tainted  vnth  any  crime.      It  wa'?  therefore  in  the  highest  degree  essential 
to  ascertain  the  conduct,  and  establish  the  character  of  a  person  so  circum- 
stanced.    J.f  »he  Duke  of  York  should  prove  to  have  been  guilty,  a  bill  of 
exclusion  n)ust  naturally  follow.     In  an  hereditary  monarchy  a  person  of  cor- 
rapt  and  vicious  character  might  happen  to  occupy  the  throne;   but  if  such 
character   M-ere  previously  known  in  this  country,    Parliament  were  armed 
Milh  the  power  of  averting  the  evil.     For    him<elf,  he  would   say  that  his 
opinion  dcicidediy  was,  that  the  charge  of  corruption  was  not  brought  home 
l<>  the  Dujce  of  York.     That  the  evidence  before  liie  House  did  not  establi>h 
the  fact.     He  had  no  objection  to  declare  a   negative  to  that  charge.     He 
should  say,  that  corruption  was  not  proved ;  but  did  it  follow  that  that  was 
a  complete  acquittal  ?   No;  that  was  yet  to  ne  determined.     According  to 
the  opinion  of  the  public,  the  case  had  been  already  disposed  of.     The  ge- 
neral impression  was,  that  the  Duke  ot'  York  had  had  a  full  acquittal  bv  the 
House  of  Commons  {a  en/  of  no,  no).     Sure  he  was,  that  according  to  all  he 
heard  without  doors  such  an  opinion  did  prevail.     Now  what  did  the  Ciian- 
cellorof  the  Exchequer  propose  ?  v%hy  that  the  House  should,  by  a  preliminary 
resolution,    pledge  itself  to  decide  upon  a  certain  part  of  the  case  btfore  it. 
As  far  as  this  resolution  went  he  did  not  object,  because  he  concurred  in  the 
allegation,  that  the  evidence  did  not  bear  out  the  charge  of  personal  corrup- 
tion;  but  he  wished  the  resolutions    lo    go  farther.     Afier  disposing  of  the 
charge  ot  corruption,  as  it  affected  the  Duke  of  York's  character,  in  his  royal 
station,  the  House  was  then  called  upon  to  consider  hh  conduct  as  a    public 
iunctionary  ;   and   ifa  member  of  the  Royal   Family  accepted  a  responsible 
situation,  he  was  as  iiable  to  answer  for  his  conduct  in   that  situation  as  any 
other  individual  whatever  who  happened  to  hold  it.     Now  viewing  the  Duke 
of  York  as  a  public  functionary,  could  it   be   maintained,   that  althou^h^ac- 
quittcd  of  personal  corruption  in    the   transactions    disclosed   to  the    House, 
there  were  no  other  matters  worthy   to  inquire  into";  would  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  maintain  that  there  were  not  various  circunistances  and  dis- 
closures in  the  evidence  which  demanded  the  attention  of  the  House,  as  well 
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as  the  charge  of  personal  corruption  in  the  Duke  of  York  ?    There  evidently 
were.     Therefore  it  was  necessary,  first,  to  acquit  the  Duke  of  York  of  per- 
sonal corruption  ;  and,  secondly,  to  consider  his  conduct  as  Commander  in 
Chief.     Had  the  right  hon.  gentleman  any  objection  to  that  course?     If  he 
had  not,  why  conline  his  resolution  to  the  mere  object  of  corruption,  in  order 
that  it  should  go  out  to  the  public,  that  that  alone  was  undert  he  consideration 
or  within  ihe  jurisdiction  of  the  House.     But  the  right  honourable  gentleman 
was  mistaken,  ifhesuppo^ed  that  the  public  could  be  induced  to  think  so,  orbe 
satisfied  with  such  a  line  of  proceeding.  When  there  were  two  distinct  questions 
properly  before  the  House,   why  should  the  right  honourable  gentleman  call 
upon  gentlemen  so  give  a  simple  aye  or  no  upon  the  whole.     It  was  not  deal- 
ing fairly  by  the  Duke  of  York  or  the  Flouse  to  do  so.     It  was  something  like 
sayiug  to  the  Duke  of  York,  "  we  will  let  you  oil'  easy,"  but  it  was  not  giv- 
ing  him  even  the  chance  of  an  honourable  acquittal. — The  right  honourable 
gentleman  by  forcing  the  House  to  say  something,  was  exposing  the  Duke  of 
York  to  pain  and  injury,  and,  therefore,  he  regreted  their  conduct  ;  for  his 
Koyal  Highness  was  entitled  to  regard,  not  merely  iVom  his   rank  and  con- 
nection, but  from  the  kindness  and  good  nature  ascribed  to  his  character,  and 
which,  as  far  as   he  had  occasion  to  know   his  Royal   Highness,  bethought 
really  belonged  to  him.     Indeed,  he  never  met  with  a  person  more  pleasant 
and  agreeable  to  communicate  with  than  the  Duke  of  York,  and  of  course  he 
would   with  the  utmost  reluctance  take  any  course  that  was  likely  to  give  him 
pain.      But  he  had  a  great  and  important  duty  to  perform,  to  take  care   that 
a  high  public  office,  peculiarly  essential  to  the   public  safety,  should  not  be 
filled  by  a  discredited  or  incapable  person.    All  that  respected  this  description 
of  duty',  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  kept  entirely  out  of  view.     He 
would  call  upon  the  House  for  a  distinct  acquittal   respecting  the  charge  of 
corruption;  but  it  did  not  seem  his  intention  (nay  lie  believed   it  was  not)  to 
submit  any  proposition  upon  the  other  parts  of  the  case.     He  should  have 
preferred  an  address  to  a  resolution  upon  the   whole,  because  the  acquittal, 
which  alone  tlie  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  appeared  to  have  in  view, 
might  be    incorporated    with  other  sentiments    which   he    and  others,  who 
thought  with  him,  entertained  upon  this  subject.     If',  indeed,  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  succeeded  in  his  plan— if  after  all  that   had  gone  abroad^ — 
after  the  manner  in  which  this  bu^^iness  had  been  every  where  discussed— alter 
the  healed  mind,  the  angry  sentiment  that  prevailed— after  hearing  or  seeing 
a  decision  one  way  or  the  other  from  every  mouth  that  spoke,   or  every  pen 
that  wrote  upon  the   subject,   was  it  to  be  maintained  that  that  House  alone 
should  be  precludt-d   from, declaring  an    opinion   upon  the  wdiole  of  this  ex- 
traordinary case  ;   that  except  with  regard  to  ])ersonal  corruption,  nolhing  of 
decision  s!)ould  be  expressed  by  that  Hou-^e?    Was  such  the  way  in  which  the 
House  of  Commons  proj^oscd'io  do  its  duCy,  and  to  satisfy  public  opinion  ? 
He  hoped  he  wa-:as  little  the  slave  of  public  opinion  as  any  man,  but  he  would 
not  hesitate  to  declare,  that  were  he  to  follow  the  course  chalked  out  by   the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  which  feU  so  far  short  of  public  expectation,  he 
would  be  ashamed  to  look  the  public  in  the  face.     The  course   prescribed  by 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  was  objectionable  in  h.is  judgment,  not  only 
for  the  rea'jons  he  had  mentioned,  but  because  it  proposed  to  go  too  far  one 
way,    while  it  would  not   go  far  enough  another.     It  in  fact  1-equested   his 
Majesty  to  continue  tht-  Duke  of  York   in  office,  while  it  expressed  a  hope 
that  he' would  follow  the  example  of  his  illustrious  father.     Su-e  he  was.that 
the  right  honourable  gendcman's  candour  would   not  di^^]>ule  the  h;iri^ess  of 
this  in?erence,   that   the  address  he  recommended  to  fbl!ovv   llic  adoption  of 
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Ms  resolution  of  acqnitlal  conveyed  a  hint,  and  sociething  niore^  (o  his  Ma- 
jcsiy,  ihat  it  was  desired  by  that  House  to  continue  the  Duke  of  York  in  the 
«jtfice  (5l  Commander  in  Chief  {litre  there  xcas  a  nod  of  assaU  from  the  Trea- 
stay  Bench).  Then,  said  Mr.  T.  this  is  llie  distinct  admitted  view  of  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer. 

'IT.e  right  honourable  gentleman  here  proceeded  to  animadvert  upon  the 
letler  addressed  to  that  House  in  the  name  of  the  Duke  of  York,  whirh  letter 
Avas,  he  would  say,  the  production  of  the  Cabinet.  The  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  had  stated,  that  tlie  honourable  mover  of  the  inquiry  under  con- 
considcralion  had  got  his  address  drawn  tip  by  cooler  heads ;  and  he  would 
stale  that  I  he  Duke  of  York  had  got  hi*  letter  drawn  up  by  w'eaker  heads;  he 
would,  indeed,  add  somethinfj  worse,  if  it  v\'ere  not  unparliamentary  to  ex- 
press it.  The  Duke  of  York  vva<?,  he  was  persuaded,  too  manly  to  subscribe 
that  letter,  if  he  were  aware  ot  the  base,  unworthy  and  mean  purposes  to 
which  it  was  to  be  applied.  It  was  easy  to  conceive  that  his  Ro}aI  Highnes*^ 
would  have  been  prompt  to  declare  his  innocence  upon  a  vital  point ;  but 
why  declare  it  upon  the  '*  honour  of  a  Prince,"  for  the  thing  had  no  meaning/ 
The  "  honour  of  a  Peer"  would  have  been  intelligible.  By  what  flourishing 
•member  of  the  Cabinet,  then,  was  the  former  phrase  introduced  ^  Most  pro- 
bably by  the  Secretary  for  Foreign  Affairs.  {J  laugh.)  But  as  to  the  ex- 
pression of  regret,  that  a  connection  should  have  ever  existed,  which  led  to 
the  implication  of  his  Royal  liighness's  name  in  such  transactions,  he  would 
call  that,  as  it  had  already  been  described,  a  whining  supplication  at  the  bar 
lo  deprecate  judgment;  but  he  vi'ould  venture  to  say,  that  this  passage  was 
drawn  up  intentionally  to  form  the  substratum  of  the  proposition  which  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  had  announced  his  intention  to  bring  forward. 
That  was  the  main  use  of  this  letter,  combined  with  the  undue  influence 
which  it  was  expected  to  operate.  When  the  Duke  of  York  was  decoyed 
lo  sign  such  a  letter,  he  was  sure  tiiat  his  Royal  Highness  did  not  know  it  was 
to  be  made  the  ground  of  a  request  for  his  continuance  in  office.  For  it  was 
impossible  that  the  Duke  of  York  would  condescend  to  retain  office  upon  such 
terms — upon  the  confession  of  misconduct,  his  declaration  of  contrition,  and 
the  promise  of  repentance.  No,  the  Duke  of  York  was  not  aware  of  the 
meaning  and  object  of  this  letter,  although  designed  as  the  ground-workof  an 
address  lor  his  continuance  in  office. 

This  expression  of  regret,  the  right  l»on.  gentleman  observed,  was  followed 
by  a  passage  deprecating  a  decision  against  him,  and  calling  for  trial  if  not 
acquitted.  That  passage,  the  right  hon.  gentleman  had  no  doubt  was 
written  by  a  special  j)Ieader,  it  was  so  dexterously  contrived — it  deprecated 
the  idea  of  condemnation  without  further  trial,  but  it  expressed  no  objection 
whatever  that  acquittal  should  follow  the  trial  that  had  taken  place. — He  had 
heard  it  observed,  that  it  would  be  unjust  to  condemn  any  man  without  trial, 
or  upon  the  evidence  taken  at  the  bar  of  that  House,  and  an  impeachment 
Was  called  lor  if  there  were  a  doubt  of  guilt.  But  would  any  man  say,  after 
the  experience  which  our  history  presented,  when  disputes  prevailed  between 
the  Lord's  and  Commons,  when  acquittal  was  certain  where  it  was  the  object 
to  punish — after  recent  cases,  which  all  must  remember,  and  which  it  was 
therefore  unnecessary  to  mention,  was  it  lo  be  understood,  that  because  it 
vvas  not  proposed  to  impeach,  no  proceeding  should  be  taken  ?  Uwas  urged, 
that  nothing  decisive  sli<,uld  be  done  in  thai  IIou<e,becau>e  the  evidence  was 
i^oi  examined  on  oath,  but  he  would  appeal  lo  the  judgment  of  any  man, 
and  particularly  to  the  experience  of  any  lawyer,  whether  the  truth  had  not 
been  lulls  elicited  from  every  evidence  examined  in  the  course  of  this  inquiry, 
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at  lea'^t,  whether  any  triilh  had  escaped  d'scovery  in  consc<.'iuence  of  (Ii« 
omission  of"  an  oath.  This  omission  was  not  in  fact  ii'nv  objection  to  th« 
validity  of  an  investigation  at  the  bar  of  thaf  Hou-e.  The  powers  of  ihd 
House  had  been  called  inquisitorial.  They  jnigiu  be  so;  but  v\here  could 
such  povxers  for  the  public  benefit  be  vested  wiih  so  much  safety  as  in  iha 
representatives  of  the  people.  He  had  heard  of  rules,  but  he  .should  be 
sorry  to  see  the  judgment  of  that  House  lettered  by  any  rules  in  a  case  orihis 
nature.  For  he  should  deem  rules  inconsistent  wiih  the  (object  of  ihtiir  in- 
quiry, will',  the  end  of  their  institution.  He  was  glad  that  he  was  not  bound 
by  any  thin^^";  but  his  ovvrr  feeling  when  coming  to  the  decision  of  this  case.  It 
was  much  U>  be  re^irelted  by  him,  and  others  who  thought  with  him,  that  the 
Chancellor  of  llie'Exchequer  persisted  in  pressing  theqU(?slion  to  a  dry  aye  or 
no.  Suppose  any  persons  should  answer  in  the  negative,  then  it  roivht  be 
asked  ol  i!)e  right  hon.  gentleman,  "  What  have  you  done  for  the  Duke  of 
York  ?"  For  himself,  he  would  declare,  conscientiously,  before  God,  that  ha 
did  not  thick  personal  corruption  was  proved  against  the  Duke  of  Vork  ;  but 
he  was  much  afraid  there  were  others  who,  conscientiously,  thought  very 
difTercntlv.  D'd  then  the  right  honourable  gentleman  forget  that  the  verdict 
of  a  jury  in  this  House  was  not  like  that  of  an  ordinary  one.  The  number 
were  known  and  told  here.  Suppose  that  in  a  minority  on  this  case  namet 
and  numbers  should  appear  dryly  and  distinctly  to  say  "  no,"  how  would  the 
ri'^ht  hon.  gentleman  feel,  or  how  would  the  friends  of  the  Duke  of  York  feel 
towards  him  ?  There  are  many  who  would  pronounce  generally  In  favour  of 
the  Duke  of  York,  in  an  address,  for  instance,  who  could  not  do  so  if  called 
upon  to  decide  with  respect  to  e?ch  particular  case,  and  yet  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer,  sen'^ible  as  he  ought  to  be  of  this,  was  pursuing  a  course 
whiehvvouid  justify  the  csli  for  a  decision  upon  each  case  separately.  Anf 
member  might  say,  "  You  think  the  Duke  quite  innocent^  bul  what  think 
you  of  th»u  particular  case  or  of  that  ?" 

If  the  Ciianceller  of  the  Exchequer  were  so  tenacious  of  the  consequence  of 
the  Duke  of  York,  as  he  professed,  he  ought  to  have  suggested  to  his  Eoyat 
Highness — he  ought  to  have  felt  himself,  that  rt  was  iniiiiilely  important  to 
the  pui.dic  service,  particularly  at  present,  that  no  one  should  hold  any  higU. 
oflice  to  whom  the  public  could  attach  even  doubt  (a  loud  crif  of  hear !  hear  \  J. 

Whether  the^Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  would  press  his  second  resolti' 
tion  or  not,  in  the  event  of  this  araendment  being  disposed  of,  he  could 
not.  But  he  was  ready  to  gay,  that  he  could  not  vote  the  direct  negative  of 
that  resolution  in  its  present  shape;  and  that  v/as  one  of  the  disadvantages 
attendant  upon  the  mode  of  proceeding  preferred  upon  the  recommendatioa 
pf  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer.  For  many  things  could  be  put  into  aiv 
address,  which  could  not  be  put  into  a  resolution.  If  the  right  honourabki 
gentleman  pressed  his  resolution,  he  was  sure  that  he  would  provoke  a  dis- 
cussion likely  to  be  very  disagreeable  to  the  persoa.  vvho  is  the  subject  of  it. 
He  will  find  that  there  are  many  degrees,  and  shades  of  doubt,  and  ditTer* 
ence  upon  tlie  point  with  regard  to  which  he  would  ask  for  a  decided  negative: 
— *'  I  am  perfectly  willing,"  said  Mr.  T.  '^  to  vote  that  corruption  has  not 
been  pro-ced  against  the  Duke  of  York  ;  but  no  man  has  a  right  to  sift  my 
heart,  and  ask,  is  nothing  unpleasant  passing  there  ?  I  cannot  say  that,  and 
therefore  I  cannot  vote  for  the  right  honourable  gentleman's  resolution." 

He  would  not  agree  to  the  right  honourable  gentleman's  resolution  at  all^ 
vnless  an  addition  was  made  to  it,  pledging  the  Houi^  to  go  further— unless, 
to  adopt  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer's  own  words,  there  was  a  security 
that  "  the  House  would  come  to  a  distinct  substantive  opinion  upon  the  whole 
of  the  case."  He  was  anxious  that  the  public  should  understand,  that  so  far 
from  their  supposed  irapres^ion  being  right— so  far  from  the  «aset«iiig  closed, 
NO.  27.  4 »  tka* 
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that  the  discussion  was  only  beginning  afresh,  and   in  a  difTevent 
form  of  proceeding.     He  also  wished  it  to   be  understood,  in  order 
to  Gjuard  against  mistake,  that  it  was  still  competent  to  any  mem- 
'  ber  to  propose  an  address  in  lieu  of  a  resolution,  notwithstanding 
former  decisions.      [Some   indication    of  doubt    being   expressed 
from  the  Treasury  Bench,  ihe  right  honourable  gentleman  insisted 
upon  his  proposition.]     He    did  not  mean  to  propose  any   such 
address  himself,  but  he  trusted  that  no  proceeding  would  be  carried 
which  should  preclude  the  House  from  considering  the  whole  of 
the  case,  why  the  royal  character  of  the  Duke  of  York,  as  a  per- 
son so  near  the  Throne,  should  hare  been  acquitted  ;  he  trusted  that 
he  would  not  be  allowed  to  escape  the  censure  which  ought  to  at- 
tach to   him  as  Commander  in  Chief,  in  which  situation   he  was 
open  to  censure  as  well  as  any  other  individual  in  the  same  office — ■ 
no  one  was  more  sensible  than  he  was  of  the  salutary  regulations 
introduced  into  the  army  by  the  Duke  of  York,  of  the   improve- 
ments which,  under  his  auspices,  had  taken  place  in  its  discipline 
and  general   management.     He   was   also  sensible  of  the  general 
kindness  and  conciliation  of  his  disposition  and  manner,  and  that 
no  person  departed  from  liis  presence  dissatisfied  with  his  conduct. 
Jt  was,  therefore,  with  extreine  regret  that  he  savi^  his  Royal  High- 
ness placed  in  the  situation  in  which   he  now  stands,  that  he  felt 
himself  obliged  to    pronounce  tliat  his  Royal  Highness  could  not 
remain   in  oiiice  without  great  inconvenience  to   public  service. 
From  all  that  had  transpired,    the   removal  of  the  Duke  of  York 
becomes  essentially  necessary.     It  was  generally  and  justly  under- 
stood,  that  that  removal  would  follow  the  disclosures   which   had 
been  made  in  that   House.     Indeed,  the  resignation  of  his  Royal 
Higness  ought  to  have  preceded  those  discussions.     Had  minister* 
duly  regarded  his  Royal   Highnesses  feelings  and   character,  they 
would  have  Ibllowed  the  precedent  respecting  ihe  Duke  of  Marl* 
borough.     In  that  case,  the  Commissioners  of  Public  Accounts  re- 
' ported  to  the  House  that  the  Duke  had  improperly  received  J()00/» 
from  the  Contractors  for  Bread  for  the  supply  of  the  army  on  the 
Continent,  uponwliich  report  the  House  instituted  an  inquiry.    In 
consequence,  her  Majesty  in  Council  declaring  the  cause,  and  her 
wish  to  prevent  the  operation  of  undue  influence  pending  the  in- 
quiry, thought  propel  to  order,  that  the  appointments  of  the  Duke 
of  Marlborough  should  be  resumed.     If  the  friends  of  the  Duke 
of  Marlborough  had  succeeded  on  that  occasion,   nothing  would 
have  appeared  on   the  Journals  but  the  removal  of  the  Duke  of 
Marlborough.     IS ow,  what  difference  existetl  between  the  case  of 
the  Duke  of  Marlborough  and  that  before  the  House,  to  prevent 
ministers  from  attending  to  it.     For  all  the    additional   publicity, 
for  all  the  extended   debate  which   had    taken    place    upon   this 
question  and  its  consequences,   the  Duke  of  York  had   to   thank 
hts  friends,  or  the  Chancellor  of  tiie  Exchequer's  management. 

The  right  honourable  geritlcman  concluded  with  expressing  his 
wish,  that  the  amendment  of  the  resolution  which  the  Chancellor 
of  the   Exchequer  proposed  to  withdraw,  should  include  some- 
thin  2: 
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thing  to  this  efff  ct,  *"'  That  there  were  various  other  cncumstances 
and  transactions  disclosed  in  tlie  evidence  respecting  the  conduct 
ot  the  Duke  or  York,  upon  which  the  House  felt  it  expedient  to 
declare  an  opinion."  This,  or  something  of  the  same  nature,  he 
desired  to  have  added  to  the  resolution  relative  to  personal  corrup- 
tion, or  otherwise,  he  should  feel  it  his  duty  to  oppose  it  ;  because, 
without  some  such  security  for  a  proceeding  upon  the  whole  of  the 
case,  neither  the  House  nor  the  country  could,  or  ought  to  be 
satisfied. 

General  Ferguson  then  rose,  and  amidst  a  marked  attentiort, 
spoke  nearly  to  the  follou'ing  effect: — After  the  able  and  ample 
iiianner  in  which  the  present  business  has  been  already  discussed,  I 
am  most  unwilling  to  trespass  on  the  patience  of  the  House;  but 
the  peculiarity  of  my  situation  will,  1  trust,  plead  my  excuse,  and 
gain  me  your  indulgence,  while  1  state  shortly  what  I  have  felt 
sensibly  upon  the  present  most  important  question.  {H(iarl  hear!) 
It  gives  me  great  satisfaction  to  hear  that  the  army  has  been  in  such 
a  state  of  progressive  improvement  since  his  Royal  Highness  the 
Duke  of  York  assumed  the  chief  command,  and  1  am  glad  to  be 
enabled  to  bear  my  testimony  to  the  many  wise  and  salutary  regu- 
lations which  have  been  introduced  into  the  arm.y  under  the  aus- 
pices of  the  Commander  in  Chief.  I  shall,  at  all  times,  have  great 
pleasure  in  joining  in  all-encomiums  paid  to  that  royal  person,  as 
far  as  I  believe  such  encomiums  to  be  just  and  merited.  This  is 
as  much  my  duty,  as  it  is  my  inclination,  for  I  am  among  the  many 
who  have  reason  to  be  thankful  to  his  Royal  Highness  for  personal 
favours,  and  for  more  than  a  merited  portion  of  his  consicleratioti, 
and  therefore  it  was  with  deep  and  heartl'elt  regret  that  I  was  com- 
pelled to  think  of  him,  as  I  must  have  thought,  when  I  voted  as  I 
did  vote.  But,  Sii,  ail  such  considerations  mubt  necessarily  yield 
to  that  imperious  sense  of  public  duty,  which,  in  this  place,  is  our 
first  duty.  {Hmr\  hear\)  Deciding  as  I  have  done,  so  opposite 
to  my  original  wishes,  and  what  adds  to  my  regret,  so  opposite  to 
the  sentiments  of  my  brother  officers,  I  have,  hov\ever,  not  de- 
cided hastily.  I  have  read  the  evidence  with  care,  with  an  anxious 
wish  to  come  at  the  trutli,  lie  where  or  against  whom  it  may.  I 
have  weighed  it  with  mature  deliberation— listened  to  the  long  and 
various  commentaries  upon  it  with  attention,  and  trust  I  may  now 
venture  to  say,  that  I  have  decided  wiili  impartiality.  It  is  not 
my  intention,  Sir,  to  offer  any  observation  now  upon  that  evidence, 
it  has  been  already  in  too  able  hands  to  leave  any  thing  for  me  to 
say,  but  the  impression  it  has  macie  on  my  mind  is,  that  the  Duke 
of  York  is  extremely  culpable.  Througliout  the  country  a  cloud 
of  suspicion  has  been  collecting,  and  it  has  settled  upon  his  cha- 
racter; while  that  cloud  remains,  nrttil  it  has  been  dispelled,  my 
opinion  is,  that  it  is  not  i'or  the  honour  of  the  army,  that  lue  chief 
command  should  remain  in  the  hands  of  the  Duke  of  York.  {Hear, 
hear,  hear.) 

Mr.  Perceval  desired  to  know,  whether  it  was  the  pleasure  of 
the  House  that  this  motion  Siiouid  be  withdrawing,'    Although  he 
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rather  wished  to  have  it  withdrawn,  yet  he  hegged  to  be  nnderstood 
fis  not  nnrea^onablv  pertinacious  against  its  being  negatived.     He 
requested  it  might  be  recollected  that  there  was  some  advantage  in 
Vvithdravving  it^  because  it   might   be  supposed  to  contain  an  idea 
uliich  he  d\d  not  intend  to  convey.     It*  he  was  allowed  to  withdraw 
it,  he  would  propose  another,  which    better    expressed   his  mean- 
ing-rif  not,  he  must  move  an  iii^eAid[\\ent—( Withdraw \  ^zilhdrazol 
from  all  quarters.)     Th6  Resolution   was  accordingly  withdrawn. 
Mr.  Perceval  then  proceeded  to   propose   an  amended  resolution, 
on  the  subject  of  the  guih  or   innocence;  of  his  Royal  Highness  as 
to  the  charge  of  corruption  and  connivance.     He   would   i^ot  enter 
upon  the  grounds  of  this  at  any  length  now,  as  he  had  sufficiently 
explained'himself  before.     It  had  been  thought  that  he  intended  to 
convey  a  censure  on  the  mover  of  the  inquiry,  when  he  said  that 
there  were  no  grounds  uhatever  for  the  charges.— in  order  to  ob- 
viate this,  which   he   by   no  means   iniended,  lie  would  propose  a 
resolution,  sta-ting,  that  there  was  no  gro^jiid  of  charge  against  the 
Duke  of  York — that  was,  that  there  was  no  ground  of  charge  that 
could  warrant  any  farther  proceeding  of  that  Hovise.     The  words 
he  would  submit  were,  '^  that  it  was  the  opinion  of  the  House,  after 
the  fullest  and  most   attentive  investigation  of  the  evidence  taken, 
"by  a  Committee  appointed  to  inquire,  8cc.  8cc.  that  there  was  no 
ground  to  charge  his  Royal  Highness  v.  iih  personal  corruption,  or 
connivance,  at  the  hifcrmous  practices  disclo>ed  in   that  evidence.'* 
The  House  would  observe  that  the  words  litre  went  merely  to  ex- 
press thai  there  was  no  ground  of  charge  again>t  the  Duke  ot  York  ; 
jneaning,  that   there  was  no   such    ground    as   would  justify    the 
House  in  proceeding  any  farther  with  these  charges,  by  carrying 
them  to  any  other  tribunal,  and  consequently  that  ihey  were  not 
proved,     But  the  hon.  gentleman  over  tlie  way  (Mr.  TiernevO  asked 
}iGW  lie  could  be  called  upon   to  say    that  there  was  nothing  un- 
pleasant passing   in   his   mind  on  this  subject?     Surely  this  would 
not  imply,  that  there  was  nothng  unpleasant  passing  in  the  mind 
of  any  gentleman.     A  right  liO:i.  gentleman  (Mr.  Baihurst)  seemed 
to  think  that  many  votes,  in  favour  of  his  Royal  Highness,  as  far 
as  respected  personal  corruption,  would  be  loit  by  not  proceeding 
by  address.     But  why  migiit  not  gentlemen  vote  for  a  resolution  as 
.well  as  an  address,  if  the  sense  was  the  sanie.     If  the  right  hon. 
nentleiDan  meant  that  an  address  mi'j-ht  be  framed  soas  not  to  ne^a- 
tive  the  charge  of  corruption,  he  had  only  to  answer  tliat  he  would 
not  purchase  unanimity  on   such  terms.     He  shoirld  think  that  he 
had  acted  most  unfairly  by  the  House  and  the  public,  if  he  had  not 
proposed  a  distinct  resolfliion  on  that  point.     He  should  hope  then, 
that  those  who  thought  that  there  was  no  proof  to  charge  his  Royal 
Highness  vviih  personal  corruption  or  connivance,  would  readily  vote 
for  this  resolution.     Tiiosc    ■>\\\o    weVe  of  a    contrary    opinion,  of 
course  could  not  vote  for  it.     A  ri.q^ht  hon.  g-entieman  (\Jr.  VVmd- 
}iam)  with  whose  conclusions   he  agreed    in  many   instances,  satd 
that  there  raigiit  be  a  connivance,  wiihont  being  greatly  jcrjminal. 
There  might,  '^rhaps^  be  cascb  in  which  this  might  hold  true-*— 
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btU  in  tills  case  he  ratlier  thoug-lxt  that  there  coulfl  not  be  an  inno- 
cent conjiivance.  The  sort  of  connivance  alluded  to  waa  {>eihap>s  a 
blind  negligence.  But  if  there  was  even  that  degM-ee  of  connivance, 
he  co'uid  not  see  how  the  House  conld  sav  that  his  Royal  Highnc  s- 
was  not  guiilv.  If  on  the  application  of  Mis.  Clarke  the  D'lke  of 
York  suspected  her  corrupt  motives,  and  yet  granted  the  commis- 
sions solicited,  then  he  was  an  active  party.  However,  as  iar  as 
he  had  examined  the  evidence,  there  appeared  no  uiore  ground  for 
this  than  for  any  other  sort  of  knowled<^e  of  these  corjui>t  practices, 
and  thereforc,he  thought, that  the  House  ought  to  pronounce  a  dis- 
tinct negative  upon  the  charge  of  connivance. 

With   respect  to  the  ternunation  of   the  proceedmgs,  th-Jion. 
renileman  (Mr.  Tiernev)  had   stated    his  opinion,  that   the  House 
ouojuto   have   proceeded  by  address.     Now,  when  he  desired  to 
proceed  by  resolution,  he  also  proposed  subsequently,  to  move  an 
address.     That  address  might,  perhaps,  not  go    the  length    that 
some    o-entlemen  mi2;ht  think  advisable;  but  stdl   it   was  open  to 
amendment.     He  admitted,  that  he  did  not  agree  with  those  who 
thouMit  that  there  was  any   reason  to  remove  his  Royal  Higimess 
froinliis  situation;  bitt  still  the  idea  of  proposing  an  address,  proved 
that  he  did  not  mean  this  resolution   as  a  termination  of  the  pro- 
ceedin2;s.     He  denied  that  there  was  any  inconsistency  in  his  pro- 
ceeding.    If  the  determination  sliould  be  that  there  was  corruption 
on  the'^part  of  his  Royal  Highness,  then  it  would  be  for  the  House 
to  con>ider,  whether  "there  was  not  reason  for  a  subsequent  trial.— 
But  whatever  mi^ht  be  the  result  of  this  motion,  it  was  not  incon- 
sistent with  any  other  motion  of  a  more  general  nature  on  the  other 
srounds  in  the  charges.     Whl^n   the  House  came   to  consider  the 
address  there  could  be  no  obstruction  whatever  to  the  proposition 
of  an  amendment.     The   right  hon.  gentleman  (Mr.  Bathurst)  un- 
derstood bim   correctly,  when  he  said,  that  he  (Mr.  Perceval),  if 
the  House  concurred  with  him,  would  not,  on   the  other  grounds, 
decline  the  services  of  the  Duke  of  York  as  Commander  in  Chief. 
He  had.no  wish  whatever  to  disguise  this,  although  he  was  sorry 
that  there  were  se^'eral  who  were  prepared  to  negative  the  charge 
of  corruption,  who   would  not  go   with  him  to  that  extent.     The 
Duke  of  York   had,  for  a  period  of  l6  years,  filled  an  important 
office  with  credit  to  himself,  and  more  benefit  to  the  country  than 
almost  any  other  who  could  have  held   it.     Of  this  the  statement 
of  the  hon.  general  over  the  way  (Mr.  Ferguson)  was  a  proof,  who 
admitted   the    irrcat  advantages  wiiich  the  army  had  derived  from 
the  Duke  of  York,  although'his  sense  of  duty  compelled  him   to 
vote  a<2;;nnst  him  on  the  present  occasion,     in  the  present  critical 
times,^vhen  so  much  depended  on  the  army,  it  was  an  object,  un- 
doubtediv,  to  retam  his   Hoyal  Highness  in  his  present  .situation. 
That  thisadvanta<re  might  be  counterbalanced  by  other  circumstan- 
ces he  was  prepai^d  to  allow  ;  but  these  genilemen   would  have  an 
opuortunity  of  considering,  in  the  motion   for  an  address.     But  in 
the  vote  to  which  the  Hou^e  was. now  coming,  nothing  of  that  sort 
was  iuvolved,  and  in  that gentlemeo  might  peiiectly  concur,  wi'h- 
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out  being  at   all   bound   to   concur  in    the  address  which  would 
follow. 

The  resolution  being  put, 

Mr.  Lyttleto'n  expressed  his  regret  that  he  could  not  concur 
in  it.  His  sense  of  public  justice  opposed  it.  With  regard  to  com- 
ing to  a  distinct  decision  on  the  jquestion,  like  judges  or  jurymen, 
he  affirmed  that  tlie  record  of  the  House  was  no  sentence  ;  and  in 
order  to  prove  this,  referred  to  the  Journals  at  the  commencement 
of  the  reign  of  Charles  !_,  which  shewed  that  deriunciatioiv,  pre- 
sentment, &c.  was  the  province  of  that  House,  and  not  a  judicial 
sentence.  The}^  miglu  proceed  by  address  er  resshuion,  accord- 
ing to  their  discretion,  although  he  tliought  he  inode  of  address 
the  best.  Ke  was  perfectly  aware  of  the  interest  wliich  the  public 
had  in  the  character  of  their  Princes.  Otb.er  nations  were  apt  to 
take  the  character  of  t!je  nation  iVom  that  of  the  Prince — ours  was 
their  ^lor3'  and  ours  their  disgrace.  W  ith  this  conviction  he  v.ish- 
ed  to  ha.ve  been  spared  the  pain  which  he  felt  in  saying,  that  these 
charges  against  tlie  Duke  of  York  were  fully  proved,  if  not  accord- 
ing to  the  technical  forms  of  the  law,  at  least  according  to  the 
plain  sense  of  ever}'  unprejudiced  man.  The  evidence,  upon  the 
whole,  he  considered  as  conclusive;  and  in  opposition  to  that  there 
was  n';thing  on  the  other  side  but  surmises  and  hypotheses,  and  the 
assertaon  of  his  Ro^^id  flighness.  He  could  not  but  feel  the  v/eight 
of  ihe  testimony  of  his  gallant  friend  behind  him  (General  Fer- 
guson), with  respect  to  the  improvements  in  the  management  of 
the  army,  effected  by  his  Roynl  Highness  the  Duke  of  York;  but 
he  must  observe,  at  the  same  time,  that  mere  evidence  of  charac- 
ter could  only  be  urged  with  effect  in  mitigation  of  punishment. 
He  could  not  erase  from  his  recollection  the  mediods  taken  by  tPiC 
otlier  side  to  counteract  these  accusations,  in  raising  the  cry  of 
Jacobinism,  and  in  prejudging  the  question.  This  was  suspicious; 
but  it  was  not  very  judicious,  and  he  doubled  whether  if  that 
eloquent  magician  (Mr.  Pitt)  who  first  raised  the  phantom  of 
Jacobinism,  could  again  be  equally  successful.  An  attempt  has 
been  made  to  decry  the  liberty  of  the  press.  He  allowed  that  the 
House  was  not  to  be  actuated  by  popular  clamour.  But  at  the 
same  time  it  was  very  unreasonable  in  ministers  to  say,  that  those 
were  iniiuenced  merely  by  popular  opinion  who  did  not  concur 
with  them.  Itv/ould  have  had  a  better  a])pearance  it"  the  ministers 
had  not  been  quite  so  unanimous  on  this  question.  (Hear  !  hear  I) 
Our  ancestors  had  a  salutary  distrust  of  persons  in  office  ;  and,  in 
order  to  prove  this,  he  read  some  resolutions  passed  in  former 
times,  to  render  members  of  Parliameni  incapable,  while  acting 
in  that  capacity,  of  holding  any  other  situation. 

The  hon.  member  then  adverted  to  some  expressions  which  had 
fallen  from  the  Secretary  for  Foreign  Affairs  the  other  evening,  . 
respecting  ihe  origin  of  ceitain  gentlemen  in  that  House. — The 
hon.  gentleman  had  assailed  them  through  the  medium  of  old  and 
obscure  anecdotes  respecting  their  ancestors.  Mr.  Littleton  he- 
seeched  the  rigiit  hon.  geutiemaa  iioc  to  attack  tUem  by  a  species 


687 

of  \varfare,  in  which  tbey  meet  him   on   such   unequal  terms  (lomi  laugh' ^ 
tcr),  coufeidoring  the  peculiar  splendor    of  his   own    ancestry  {a   roar  of 
laughter).  — Be  was  really  forced  to  guard  himself  against  the  attacks  of  the 
riiituhon.  Secretary  in  this  way,  usTrom  what  he  Sdid  on  a    former  night, 
he  knew  ot  what  he  was  capable.     If  it  were  in  the  power  of  the  House  to 
send  down  to  posterity  the  character  of  the   Duke  of  Yoik   unsuUied— it 
their  procf-eduiy;s    did   not  extend   bt^yond    their  Journals,  ho  should  be 
almost  inclined  to  concur  in  the  vote  of  acquittal,  even  in  opposition  to  his 
sense  of  duty.     Bat  though  the  Huuse  should  acquit  his  Royal  Highness, 
the  proofs  would  still   remain,  and  the  public  opinion  would  be  guided  by 
them,  and  not  by  the  decision  of  the  House.     It  wns  in  the  power  ot  the 
House  to  save  its  own  character,  but  not  that  of  the  Conniiander  in  Chief 
(Hear  !  hear  !).     The  character  of  the  House  depended  essentially  upon  the 
result  of  this  inquiry.     If  it  was  contrary  to  what  the  })ublic  conceived  the 
justice  of  the  case,  they  would  be  apt  to  lose  all  confidence  in  the  members 
—  they  would   imagine   that  the  ministers  had   it  in  their  power  to  carry 
every   thing— that    there   was  no  security   for  them  in  the  Hou-.e  of  Com- 
mons against  the  arbitrary  disposition  of  the  servants  of  the  Crown— and 
perhaps  they  might  be  driven  by  other  means  to  seek  those  ends  of  justice 
which  theirVpresentatives  had  denied  them   (Hear!  hear!  hear'.).     He, 
liowever,  hoped  better  of  the  virtue  and  wisdom  of  the  House,   which   he 
hoped    would,  like  the   fountain  of  justice,    prove  itseh  to  be  "  no  re- 
.$pecter  of  persons"  (Joud  cr'us  of  Hear  !    hear  \)  ^ 

Sf  R  T'homas  Turton  was  of  opinion,  that  it  v^'as  necessary  to  come  (a 
a  decision  on  the  point  of  corruption,  otherwise  the  country   would  imag'ne 
,that  they  had  done  nothing  at  ail.  He  was  f^lad,  therefore,  that  this  had  coaie 
distinctly  to  i^<=ue,  and  he  declared  before  God  and  his  country,  that   he  be- 
lieved the  Duke  of  York  to  have  no  knov^'ledge  of  ihe  corrupti-n.   E^ery  one 
who  knew  him,  knew  of  his  strong  altachnient  (o  the  Brunswick  Faraily,  and 
that  nothing  but  the  :po:;t  powerful  sense  of  puhiic  jaslice  could  have  com- 
pelled htm  to  do  any  ihing  unpleasant  to  r.ny  individuaJ-  of  that  ftmily>     But 
there  never  was   a    Cime  when  ''  feat  jtisf it i a  mat  avium,"  was  nv>ie  appli- 
cable than  at  the  presem  moment.     If  any  one  could,  after  having  considered 
this   evidence,  conscientiously  acquit  his  Royal  highness,  it  was  his  duty  to 
ilo  so  (Hear  !  hear  !  from  the  Ministerial  Behches)  ;   if  any  one  could,  in  the 
retirement  ol  his  closet,  lay  hishand  on  his  heart,   and  say,  that  the  Duke  of 
Vork  had  no  knowledge  of  these  nefarious   prociices— if  they  could  prochim 
this  to  their  constituents— if  they  cooJd,  al  the  moment  of   their  dissolution, 
declare  this  to  be  their  conviction,  they  would   do   right  lo  vote   against  the 
amendment  which  he  would  propose.     He  understood  no  distinction  betweeri 
personal  corruption  and  connivance.  He  did^not  charge  the  Duke  of  York  with 
sharing  the  gains  with  Mrs.  Clarke  ;  by  dividing  llie  gains  and;pu!ting  the  mo- 
ney in  his  pocket— but  that  he  knew  of  these  traninctions,  and  connived  at 
them,  he  had  no  doubt.     He  concluded   by  moving,   "That  all  the  words 
pf  Mr.  Percevars  amended   motion   should  be  left  out  after  the  word  "  af- 
jfords,"  in   order  to   substitute  other  words,    affirm injr,   *'  that  there   were 
grounds  from  the  evidence  at  the  bar  to  cJiarge  his  Royal  Highness  with  a 
knowledge  of  these  practices,  with  connivance  at  them,   and  consequently 
with  corruption."' 

Lord  Henry  Petty  requested  the  attention  of  the  House  while  he 
stated,  in  as  few  words  as  possiVjle,  .the  ground  of  the  vote  which  he  was 
about  to  give  on  this  question.  With  regard  to  the  respect  and  gratitude 
due  to  the  House  of  Brunswick,  there  could  be  but  one  opinion  in  that 
House—a  faanily  with  which  was  egnnected  every  memory—every  respect 
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—•every  idea  cf  liberty  and  independence.  He  Lad  wniJed  with  t!ie  utmost 
anxiety  tor  the  terms  of  tiie  rigiil  hon.  gentleman's  resolution  ;  and  it  was 
vitli  the  deepest  regret  he  was  conipelled  to  sa^^  that  having  heard  it,  he 
must  givf:  it  his  negative.  It  was  the  ground  ot  that  negative  which  he  de- 
'sired  toexjilain. 

Several  gentlemen,  his  Lordship  remarked,  had  described  the  proceed- 
ings of  that  Mouse  as  judicial.     1  his,  he  contended,  was  a  most  erroneous 
idea,  utterly  inconsistent  wish  the  usages  of  Parliament,  and   with    those 
benfilits  which  the  public  derived  from  parliamentary  inquiry.    That  House 
couid  not  bring  its  in(iui)ie3  to  any  judicial  result  within  its  own  walls.   He 
was  sorry  at   some  of  tht^  lavv'yers  who  were  mefnbers  of  that  House,  say- 
ing, that  the   House  was  called  upon  to  pronounce   a  verdict.     This  was 
2iot  the  province  of  the  House  (;f  Commons.     It  he   was  in  error  on   this 
subject,  it  was  an  error  which   was  common  to  him  with  the  constitution, 
which  had   not    armed  that  House  with  the   forms  and  regulations  of  the 
courts, Where  verdicts  were  properly  pronounced-— and  no  consf-quences  to 
life,  property,  &c.  follow  Jrom  their  decisions,  as  in  the  case  of  other  courts. 
He  had  considered  the  wholt^  of  the  evidence  on  this  inquiry  with  that  de- 
liberation which   the    importance    of  the  subject  demanded;  and    having 
done  so,  he  would  decide  not  as  a  judge  or  juror,  but  as  a  member  of  Par- 
Jiameni   {Hear  !    hear  !),  whose  object  was  not  to  punish  an  individual,  but 
to  consult  the  safely  of  the  public  (Hear  I  //cffr  !)— -The  object  was  not  then 
to  punish  the   Duke  of.  York,  but  to  save  the  public. ---The  ground  of  his 
negative   to   the  resolution    of  the  right  hon,  gentleman  was,  that   upon 
looking  carefully    at   the  evidence,  he  could  not   say,  that  there  were  na 
grounds  to  charge  his  lloyaTHigluiess  with  connivance  at  corruption.     The 
evidence  was  indeed  loose,  but   like  other  evidence  it  admitted  of  being 
examined   and  sifted,  and   ih.ere   was  one  remarkable  feature  in  it,  M'hich 
vvas  this,  that  in  every  case    where   documents  bore   upon   it,  it  was   snp- 
pcuMed  by  them,  and  there   was  not  one  which   overturned  anv  part  of  it. 
(Hear  I  hear  I)     The  several  parts  of  the  right  hon.  gentleman's  comments 
on  the  evidence,  though  ingenious  in  themselves,  could  not  stand  together, 
of  which  his  strong  elYorts  to  prove  the  note  a  forgery,  and  then  his  endea- 
vours to  prove  that  it  was  of  no  importance   at  any  rate,  was   a  btrikinor 
instance. 

His  Lordship  declared  himself  to  be  one  of  those  who  took  a  distinction  be- 
tween the  dilferent  degrees  of  corruption.  It  appeared  to  him  contrary  to 
common  sense  to  say,  that  corruption  and  connivance  meant  exactly  the  same 
thing — as  mucli  it  was  contrary  to  common  sense  to  say,  that  a  cool  and  deli- 
berate connivance  was  equally  criminal  with  a  sort  of  voluntary  blindness,  or 
negligence.  Bui  in  which  ever  of  these  degrees  whicli  his  Royal  Highness  was 
pronounced  to  be  guilty,  it  would  be  sufficient  to  render  his  removal  necessary. 
Having  this  opinion,  how  could  he  connect  the  charge  of  connivance,  for 
which  there  was  some  evidence,  wit!)  that  of  gross  personal  corruption  and  par- 
ticipation, for  which  there  was  no  proof  at  all  ? — In  the  words  of  an  entertain- 
ing poet. 

You  gulp  your  reasons  whole  and  in  a  lump. 
And  come  to  siiort  conclusions  in  a  jump. 
This  resolution  i«.*d  to  another,  theetfectof  whicii  would  be  to  continue  the 
Dukeof  York  in  his  situation,  though  he  sufiered  these  tilings  to  pass  before 
bis  e\es.  In  the  case  of  Dr.  O'Meara,  it  was  scarcely  possible  for  tiie  Duke 
of  York  toimagiue  that  Mrs.  Clarke  interested  herself  so  much  in  his  favour 
purely  from  affection.  In  the  case  of  General  Clavering,  the  same  remark 
was  a^iplicable.     U  the  Duke  of  York  reflected  at  all,  he  must  IiAve  connived, 

ao4 


68y 

and  it  was  extremely  difficult  to  conceive  how  he  could  have  avoided  it.  Itc 
admitted,  however,  that  all  this,  in  a  great  measure,  might  be  blindness  ;  but 
he  could  not  vote  tliat  there  were  no  grounds  for  believing  his  Royal  Highness 
guilty  of  connivance  in  any  sense  of  the  word.  Had  the  resolution  merely 
asserted  that  there  were  no  grounds  for  further  judicial  proceeding,  he  would 
Jiave  coiicurred  in  it,  for  he  was  not  prepared  to  vote  for  an  impeachment. 
He  was  sorry  to  say  the  resolution  did  not  do  this,  notwithstanding  the 
many  alterations  which  the  right  iionourable  genllenian  had  made  in  it 
since  he  first  proposed  it— not,  certainly,  with  the  mean  intention  of  catch' 
ing  straggling  votes,  but  on  account  of  variation  in  his  own  opinions  ! 

The  resolution  of  the  right  honourable  gentleman  was  equivocal,  and  he 
could  not  vote  for  any  resolution  on  this  occasion,  of  which  the  meaning  was 
ccjuivoca!.     From  the  effects  which  a  want  of  caution  in  this  respect  had  al- 
ready produced,  the  House  ought  to  be  on  its  guard.     It  was  of  essential  im- 
portance, that  the  public  should  exactly  understand  what  were  the  opinion?; 
of  the  members  of  the    House.    His   Lordship   observed   further,  that  if 
altera  resolution  of  acquittal  of  this-kind  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
should   propose   his  address,   he   would    be   doing  the  greatest    injury  to 
his  Royal   Highness  that  could   possibly  be   conceived.     You  first  voted, 
that    he   had  been    unjustly    accused    of   corruption,    and  connivance   at 
corruption,  and  then  as  a  solecism  for  this  unjust     accusation,    you  sent 
Lim  to   his  Father  with  a    lecture   on    morality,     with   which  the   House 
had   nothing  to  do,  except  in  as   far  as   his  want  of    morality    was   con- 
nected with  the   duties  of  Ids  public  situation.     He  admitted  the  immense 
importance  of  the  moral/luties— but  of  all  tribunals  to  censure  or  punish  the 
breach  of  such  duties,  that  House  was  most  unfit.     The  language  of  the 
resolution  and  the  address,   taken  together,  was  this — "  we   find  that  you 
Lave  been  accused  unjustly  of  corruption,  and  we  brand  you  with  adultery." 
Hti  had  voted  for  the  amendment  of  the  hon.  gentleman  (Mr.  Banks)  the 
other  night,  because  there  the   morality  was  connected  with   the  duties   of 
the  office.     His  Lordship  concluded  by  declaring  that  he  could  not  vote  for 
the   resolution,  because  he  could   not  say  that  there  were  im  grounds  to 
charge  his  Royal  Highness  with  connivance   and  corruption ;  and  that  he 
could  not    vote   for  the  amendment,  because  the  proof  of  corruption  was 
h'  Id  out  as  complete.     He  admitted  the  improvements  of  his  Royal  High- 
ness in  the  army,  but  could  not  allow  them  as  a  set  off  against  thesecharges. 
The  House   divided ;  first,  on  Sir   Thomas   Turion's    amendment,  on 
v;hich  the  numbers  were — 

For  the  amendment _...--    135 

Against  it. - - 33 i 

Majority  against  the  amendment  .--.    199 
The  House  again  divided  on  Mr.  Percevars  original  motion- 
Ayes 278 

Noes.. ^9^       • 

Majority  in  favour  of  Mr.  Perceval's  motion         82 
Adjourned  at  HALF  PAST  FOUR  O'CLOCK. 

Monday>  March  9.0th, 

The  Order  of. the  Day  for  resuming  the  adjourned  debate  having  been 
read. 

NO.  28,  4  s  The 
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The  CilAKCEtLOR  of  tlie  Exchequer  rose,  and  said,  that  before  tlie 
House  proceeded  to  renew  the  debate,  he  would  beg  leave  to  take  that  op- 
portunity of  niaking  to  them  a  communication  which  his  right  hon.  friend 
(Mr.  Bathurst)  might  tliink  with  him  was  of  a  «ature  that  rendered  fur- 
ther proceeding  unnecessary.  He  had  then  to  state,  that  on  last  Saturday.' 
morning,  after  the  decision  of  the  House  had  been  known,  his  Royal  IJigh- 
Hess  the  Duke  of  York,  of  his  own  immediate  and  spontaneous  motion, 
waited  upon  his  Majesty,  and  tendered  to  him  his  resignation  of  the  Chiet" 
Connnand  of  his  Majesty's  army  ;  and  that  his  Majesty  had  been  gra- 
ciously pleased  to  accept  of  that  resignation  ;  the  motives  which  evidently 
influenced  the  itiind  of  his  Royal  Highness  in  taking  that  step  appeared  to 
him,  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  to  be  of  a  nature  so  honourable  and 
proper  that  he  was  sure,  when  he  had  sated  them  to  the  House,  the  llousa 
would  think  of  them  as  he  did.  The  right  hon.  gentleman  then  proceeded 
to  read,  from  a  paper  he'held  in  his  hand,  extracts,  of  which  the  tollowing  is 
a  copy  : — 

The  House  having,  after  amost  attentive  and  laborious  investiga- 
tion of  the  merits  of  certain  allegations  preferred  again^st  his-Koyai 
Highness,  pas"^ed  a  resolution  of  his  innocence,  he  may  now  ap- 
proach his  Majesty,  and  may  venture  to  tender  to  hiui  bis  resig- 
nation of  the  chief  command  of  his  Majesty's  army,  as  his  Royal 
Highess  can  no  longer  be  suspected  of  acting  from  any  apprelien- 
sion  of  the  result,  nor  be  accused  of  having  shrunk  from  the  fctli 
extent  of  an  inquiry,  which,  painful  as  it  has  been,  lie  trusts  shall 
appear,  even  to  those  who  have  been  disposed  to  condemn  his- 
conduct  to  have  met  with  that  patience  and  firmness  which  can 
arise  only  from  a  conscious  feeling  of  innocence. 

The  motive  which  influences  him  arises  from  the  truest  sense  of 
duty,  and  the  warmest  attachment  to  his  Majesty,  from  which  he 
has  never  departed,  and  which  his  Majesty,  haS,  if  possible,  con. 
firmed  by  the  affectionate  and  paternal  solicitude  which  he  has 
shewn  for  the  honour  and  welfare  of  his  Royal  Highness  upon  this 
distressing  occasion;  to  him,  as  a  most  kind  and  indulgent  father,, 
as  a  generous  Sovereign,  bis  Royal  Highness  owes  every  thing; 
iind  his  feelings  alone  would  liave  ppompted  him  to  forego  all  con- 
siderations of  personal  interest  in  the  determination  h€  had  tak^n.. 
It  would  not  become  him  to  say,  that  he  should  not  quit,  with  sincere 
jegret,  a  situation  in  which  his  Majesty*^s  confidence  and  partiality 
had  placed  him,  and  the  duties  of  which  it  haji  been  his  most 
anxious  study  and  pride^  daring  fourteen  years,  to  discharge  with 
integrity  and  fidelity— whether  he    might  be  allowed  to  add,  with 

advantage  to  his  Majesty's  service,  his  Majesty  was  best  able  to 
decide. 
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Vrhc  right  hon.  gentleman  tlien  said,  that  he  made  this  communication, 
aud  left  Jt  to  the  House  without  a  comment.  \Vhrther  the  communication 
of  such  an  impoitant  fact,  did  not  render  any  further  proceeding  unneces- 
sary, he  left  it  to  his  right  hon,  friend  to  determine. 

Mr.  BiiAGG£  Bathukst   agreed  with    his  rii>lit  hon.  friend,  that   he 
had  indeed  communicated  to  the  House  a  most  important  fact,  but  if  he  did 
not  think  that  it  ought  to  supersede  tlie   necessity  of  the  resolution  he  in- 
tended to  propose,  he  trusted  that  the  House  would  do  him  the  justice  to  be- 
lieve, that   notliing  but    an    imperious   sense   of  public  duty  could,  after 
what  had  passed,  induce  him^o  withhold  his  assent  to  the  proposition  made 
by  his  right  hon.  friend,  and  in  the  first  place  he  admitted   that   the   army 
had  sust»ined  a  loss  by  the  removtil  of  his  Royal  Highness.     'I'here  was  no- 
body more  disposed  than  he  was  to  do  justice  to  the  many  wise  and  salu- 
tary regulations  introrluced  into  the  regulation  of  the  army,   under  the  au- 
thority of  his  Royal  Highness,  and  he  did  think  that   the   elevated  rank  of 
that  illustrious  person  gave  a  weight  and   autliority  to  the  regulations  in- 
troduced by  him,  which  he  apprehended  would    not  be   so   decisive   when 
the  army  should  devolve  to  a  simple  Commoner.    He  must  therefore  regret 
sincerely,  that   circumstances    had  arisen    which  could    have  induced  the 
J>ake  of  York  to  retire  from  a  situation,  he  in  nuny  respects  so  ably  filled. 
But  with  respect   to   the  propriety  or  impropriety    of  Ins  now  moving    the 
resolution    it   was    his   object    to  move,  he  mast  be  permitted  to  say,  that 
u'hcn  he  first   proposed  that  resolution  it   stood  upon  grounds  quite  inde- 
pendent of  the  transaction  which  had  been  just  communicated  to  the  House; 
and  tlierefore  he  could  not  see  how  it  could  be  made  out,  that,  because 
that  transaction  had  taken  place,  the  necessity  of  his  resolution  was  done 
away  with.     If  it  had  been  the  oV)ject  of  that  resolution  to  compel  his  Royal 
Highness  to  resign,  in  that  case  it   would  appear  that  that  object  being  al- 
ready obtained,  the  motion  would  be  unnecessary.     Rut  the  House  would 
recollect,  that  such  had  not  been   the  resolution,  either  expressed  or  im- 
plied.    He^  admitted,  however,  that   though  his  resolution  was  indepen- 
dent of  the  resinnation  of  his  Roval  Highness,  still  it   threw  a  "reat  embar- 
rassmcnt  over  him;  and  here  he  was    bound   in  common  justice  to  state, 
that  his  conviction  of  the  innocence  of  the  Duke  of  York,  both  of  corrup- 
tion and  connivance,  had  compelled  him  to  vote  against  both  the  addresses  ; 
and  it  was  with  regret  he  had  seen  some   hon.  gentlemen  voting  for  these 
addresses,  owing  to  their  being  in  some  measure  involved  in  tlie  entangle- 
ment of  the  fQrms  oi  the  House.     As  for  him  he  was  free  to  say,  that  there 
was  left  in  his  mind  no  lurking  suspicion  whatever;  and  he  did  approve  of 
the  House  coming  to  a  decision,  aye  or   no,  on  the  charge  of  corruption  ; 
and  here  his  right  hon.  fiiend  admitted,  that  he  intended  to  follow  up  the 
resolution  of  acquittal  v»ith  an  address,   wliich  fitter  avowing  the  innocence 
of  the  Diike  of  York,  as  to  corruption  or  connivance,  was  then  to  glance 
at  the  other  charges,  and  conclude  by  the  expression  of  a  hope,  that  here- 
after Jiis  Royal  Highness  would  follow  the  bright  example  set  by  his  August 
Father;   but  in  ihtit  sort  of  proceeding  one  very  material  thing  ihat  called 
for  the  animadversion  of  that  House  was  wholly  overlooked,  and  that  was, 
the  undue  intei  teience  which  had  been  proved  to  have  existed.     With  the 
exception   of  the  resolution,   which,  upon    a   former  night,  he  had   taken 
leave  to  read  to  the  House,  there  wa§  no  other  measure  before  the  House 
that  was  calculated  to  brinn  before  their  consideration    the  undue  interfe- 
rence  resulting  from   that  immoral  connection  which  had  been  so  often  al- 
luded to,  and  he  therefore  thought  that  it  was  too  important  a  matter  far 
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that  House  to  overlook,  and  with  that  impression  upon  his  mind,  he  had 
determined  on  placing  upon  the  table  some  proposition   to  that  effect.     As 
to  the  averments  contained  in  the  resolutions,  they  were  proved,  not  by  the 
corrupt  testimony  of  any  impeachable  evidence  at  the  bar,  but  by  docu- 
ments that  placed  them  beyond  a  doubt.     But  the  resignation  of  liis  Royal 
Hiiihness  not  having  been  in  his  view  at  the  time  that  he  first  proposed  his 
lesokition,  he  could  not  consent  that  that  resignation  having  taken  place,  it 
ought  to  have  any  effect  in  altering  his  intentions  with  respect  to  that  reso- 
lution, and  this  was  one  of  the  reasons  why  he  could  not  accede  to  the  ap- 
peal which  had  been  made  to  him   by   his   right  hon.    friend.     It  might  be 
i^aid,  that  he  was  doing  a   foolish  tinug,  in  pressing  a  proceeding  so  uile- 
lior,  without  following   it    up,  but   he  could    not    acquiesce  that   it  was  so 
Nam   to   bring  so  material  a  point  under  the  consideration  of  the  House. 
1(  would  appear  on  their  Journals,  I  hat  ihe  House  had  paid  e\ery  possible 
attention  to  all  the  various  matter  that  came  out  in  evidence,  except  that 
of  the  undue  interference,  which  was  as  important  as  any  other.     He  was 
not,  therefore,  wishing  to  drag  into  their  consideration  cases  which  ought 
not  to  be  considered,   but  a  material  and  authenticated   fact,  which  it  was 
their  duty  to  decide   upon.     And  here  it   was  not   unworthy  of  remark, 
that,  in   the  letter    of    his    IV)yal   Highness  to   t!ie   Speaker,    where,    in 
describing  the  origin  of  that  connection,   liis  Royal  Highness  expresses  his 
regret  that  that  connection  ever  had  existed,  his  regret  is  not  founded  upon 
any  general  bad  consequences  resulting  from  it  to  the  public,  but  rather  of 
the  personal  consequences  resulting  to  himself;  and  in  the  amendment  pro- 
posed by  his  hon.  friend  (Mr.  Banks)   the  undue  interference  was  not  men- 
lioned  as  a  consequence  resulting   from    that  immoraL connection,  and  if 
that  was  not  taken  notice  ui,  it  would  appear  that  the  House  had  not  done 
nil  that  remained  for  them  to  do  :   for  hitherto  there  appeared  upon  their 
journals  the   minutes  of  the    general  evidence,   the  letter  of  the  Duke  of 
York,  the   resolutions    as  to  the  charges  of  corruption,  connivance,  and 
iieghgencG,  as  to  immorality;  but  there  had  not  been  as  yet  any  thing  spe- 
cific entered  as  to  the  bad  consequence  of  undue  interference,  which  was 
recorded  in  the  minutes,  proved  by  the  documents,  and  resulting  from  that 
immoral  connection.— so  he  hoped  that  his  resolution  would  n-it  be  met  by 
jnoving  the  previous  question.     His  motion  had  m  view  two  objects,  admof 
jiition  to  the  Duke  of  York,  and   exan)ple   to  the  country,  and   while  he 
thought  that  the   country  would,   upon   reflection,  approve  of  the  conduct 
of  that  House    in  acquitting  the    Duke    of  York    of  corruption,  he  at  the 
same  time  was  of  opinion,  that  the   spend   part  of  the  community   would 
expect  the  House  to  come  to  a  decision  up»»n  the  resolution  he  should  now 
put  into  the  hands  of  the  Speaker.     'Ihe    rigiii  hon.  geutleman  then  cout 
eluded  with  moving  the  following  resolution:-^ 

*•  That  while  tins  House  acknowledges  tht^.  beneheient  effect  of  the  regu- 
l.itiors  adopted  and  acted  upon  by  his  Royal  Highness  in  the  general    dis-r 
charge  of  his  duties  as  Commander  in  Chief,  it  is  ob-^erved  with  the  deepest 
>egret,    that    in   consequence  of  a  connection  the  most   immoral  and  unbe- 
roming,  a  connnunication  of  ofj^eial   subjects,   and   an   juleiference    in    the 
distribution  of  ujilitary  appointments  and  promotions,  has  been  allowed  to 
pxist,  which  could  not  but  lead    to  discredit    the  official  administration  of 
l)is  Royal  Higlmess,   and  to  give  colour  and  effect,  as    they   have  actually     , 
clone,   to  transactions  the  most  criminal  and  disgraceful." 
Sir  WiLiJAM   Curtis  seconded  the  motion. 
J^^ouiJ  Al-iiioui'e  buid,  that  Ihi-ie  were  one  or  two  positions  advanced 
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by  the  riglit  hon.  gentleman  who  had  just  sat  down,  in  wliich  he  could  not 
entirely  concur.      With  regard  to  the  regret   of  the    right  hon.  gentleman 
for  the  resignation  of  the  Duke  of  York,  he   admitied  that  it  was  a  great 
loss  to  loose  the  services  of  those,  who  had  while  in  office  efficiently  dis- 
charged their  duty  ;  but  the  loss  of  the  services  of  the  Duke  of   York  was 
considerably    lessened,  when  they  recollected   in  what  manner  it  had  been 
proved    at   their   bar  that   Royal   Duke  discharged  his  duty.      He  differed 
also  from  that  right  hon.  gentleman,  as  to  the  great  use  and  importance  he 
thought    proper  to  attacli  to  the  elevated   rank  of  that  illustrious  person. 
He  (Lord  Alih<;rpe)  was  rather  disposed  to  think  that  such  high  rank  and 
aflinity  to  the'i'hrone  werenot  the  most  recommendatory  qualifications  for 
the  most  responsible  si-luation  under  the    Crown,   {Hear  I  hear  ! )   and  he 
appealed  to  those  who  heard  him,  if,  in  the  course  of  the  late  proceedings, 
their  debates    were  not,  in    some   degree,   iiiHuenced   by  considerations°of 
delicacy,  inseparable  from  any  discussion,  involving  the  character  and  ho- 
.nour  of  one  so   near  his  Majesty  ;   and  therefore,  it   did  appear  to  him  to 
be  ol  the  greatest  i'H[)ortance  that  no   person  should  ever,  for  the  future, 
be  called  to  such  high  situations,  but  such  as  could  be  completely  responsi- 
ble—(/^ear  !  hear !)     Another  assertion  of  the  right  hon.  gentleman  went 
to  the  total  acquittal  of  the  Duke  of  York,  as  to  corruption  or  connivance. 
It  was  not  nectssary  now,  perhaps,  to  go   into    this,    but  as  it   was  men- 
tioned, he  would  state,  that  he  did  think  the  Duke  of  York  had  been  proved 
guilty  of  connivance  at  the  corrupt  practices  which  had  taken   place;   and 
if  his  Royal  Highness  had  contiuued  in  office,   he  thought  that  the   House 
must  have  gone  farther,  and  passed  a  sentence  upon  him  that  would  have 
rendered   his   resignation    unavoidable.     With    regard  to  their  subsequent 
proceedings,  he  was  of  opinion,  that  the  question  stood  in  a  state  in  which 
the  House  of  Commons  ought  not  to  suffer  it  to  remain.     He  wished   to 
place  it  on  the  Journal,  that  the  Duke  of  York  had  resigned.     This  noti- 
lication  would  give  consij.tency  to  the  entire  character  of  their  proceedings, 
and  bring  it  to   its  prope'r  close,  at  the  same  time  satisfactorily  accounting 
why  it  was  closed.    Not,  however,  that  he  would  be  understood  to  say  that 
he  considered  removal  from  office  a  constitutional  punishment ;  but  it  would 
be  in  this  case  so  far  effective,  as  to  preclude  the  possibility  of  that  Royal 
Duke  being  ever  re-appointed  to  a  situation  he  has  proved  himself  so  in- 
competent to  fill.     No  man  can,  or  ought  to  hold  that  important  situation, 
who   was  not  in   full  possession   of  the  confidence  of  the  country.     The 
Duke  of  York  has  forfeited  that  confidence.     He  has  lost  the  confidence 
of  the  country  for  ever,  and  by  consequence  he  must  abandon  all  hopes  of 
ever  again  returning  to  that  situation.     This  was  a  severe  lesson,  but  it 
was  as  >^alutary  as  it  was  severe  ;  it   would  prove  to  all  who  may  succeed 
that  Royal  Duke  hereafter,  that  it  is  not  within  the  power  of  any  Sovereign, 
however  beloved  or  confided  in,  to  protect  his  most  favoured  servant  from 
the  just  consequences  of  the  mal-admiuistration  of  his  public  duty.     The> 
noble  lord   then  concluded  with  moving,  "That  his  Royal  Highness  the 
Duke  of  York  having  resigned  the  command  of  the  army,  that  House   did 
not  now   think  it  necessary  to  proceed  any   farther  in  the  consideration  of 
the  evidence  before  the  Committee  appointed  to  inquire  into  the  conduct  of 
his  Royal  Highness,  as  fai  as  that  evidence  related  to  his  Royal  Hi'^hness 
•  itheDukeof  York."  .  ■ 

Mr.  Perceval  observed,  that  as  the  general  subject  had  been  so  much 
discussed  already,  he  would  confine  himself  to  the  reasons  why  he  could 
not  agree  to  the  resolution  of  his  right  hon.  friend  (Bathurst).  He  should 
Jiaye  hoped  that  after  the  communications  which  Ije  had  made,  his  right 
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hon.  friend  would  Lave  thought  that  enougli  had  been  done.     But  it'thfr 
liousp  was  resolved  to  do  something  more,  he  was  ready  to  confess  that  the 
amendment  of  the  noble  lord  was  the  least  offensive  of  the  two,  and  Ihere- 
fcre  he  would  prefer  the  amendment  to  the  resolution,  although  to  the  amend- 
ment, unamended,  he  had  very   serious  objections.      lie  certainly  was  not 
one  of  those  who  would  cast  any  obloquy  on   his    right   hon.  friend,  for  he 
petfectlv  knew  the  purity  of  his  motives;  but  he  could  not  have  agreed  to 
i,uch  a  resolution  at  any  time,  because  It  appeared   to   iiim  to   charge    the 
Duke  of  York  with  that  which  was  wholly  without  foundation.      It  charged 
the  Duke  of  York  with  that  of  which  he  had  already  been  acquitted  by  the 
House — for  if  his  Royal  Highness   did  knowingly  and    deliberately   permit 
such  interference  in  military  promotions  and  other  matters,  how  that  could 
be  considered  as  any  thing  else  than  connivance  at  sljch  practices,   he  was 
at  a  loss  to  conceive.     But  if  it  would  have  been  objectionable  at  any  time, 
it  was  doubly  so  now,  when  the  resignation  of  his  lloyal    HighneirS   might 
be  considered  as  an  atonement  for  all  that  remained  behind.     With  regard 
to  the  amendment,  he  could  not  agree  to  it  in  the  language  in  which  it  was 
then  coiK-eived.     Although  in  the  view  winch   the  noble  lord  took  of  the 
case,  he  allowed  that  the   terms  were   perfectly    proper.     The  noble  lord 
thought  there  was   proof  of  connivance  on  the  part  of  the  Duke  of  York, 
and  slated  distinctly  that  he  ought  never  to  return  to  office.     Btit  he  could 
not  Hgree  that  there  was  any  proof  of  connivance,  and  he  rather  thought  that 
the  House  would  feel  some  delicacy  at  adopting  an  amei;dment  founded  on  a 
ground  which  they  had  already  negatived.     The  noble  lord  had  also  stated 
it  a^  his  opinion,  that  there  was  great  inconvenience  in  having  a  member  of 
the  Royal  Family  in  a  situation  of  responsibility,  as  it  was  so  difficult  to  bring 
them  to  account,  on  account  of  the  delicacy  which  was  always  conceived 
as  due  to  persons  so  nearly  connected  with  his  Majesty.     If  ever  there  was 
an  occasion  when  this  opinion  was  out  of  time,  it  was  the  present,  wherein 
the  House  bad  been  engaged  in  an  inquiry  into  the  conduct  of  the  Duke  of 
York,  cerlaiuly  without  any  peculiar  delicacy,  not  more  than  in  any  other 
person.     He  (Mr.  P.)  certainly  thought   that   the   word  ?io-iv  ought  not  to 
l>e  allowed  to  stand  in  the'amendment,  as  the  lioble  lord  had  very  fairly  ex- 
plained that  it  was  meant  to  operate  as  a  perpetual  exclusion  from  the  office, 
'i'he  Duke  of  York   was  at  least  indebted  to  the  noble  lord  few  the  fairness 
of  the  comment.     But  as  he  did  not   believe  his  Royal  Highness  guilty  of 
corruption,  and  as  he  considered  a  sentence  of  perpetual   exclusion  from 
office  a  punishment  far  beyond   the  offence  that   had  remained  behind,  he 
could  not  agree  to  the  amendment  in  its  present  shape.     He  would,  how- 
ever, vote  for  the  amendment  so  far  as  to  get  rid  of  the  resolution  of  his 
right  hon.  friend,  but  he  could  not  consent  to  its  being  ultimately   adopted 
without  some  alteration. 

r.f>RD  Temple  observed,  that  as  a  report  had  gone  abroad  that  the 
Duke  of  York  had  resigned,  he  had  not  intended  to  trouble  the  House; 
conceiving  that,  after  the  resignation,  there  vVas  no  occasion  for  going 
any  farther  into  the  evidence,  as  far  as  respected  the  Duke  of  York. 
But  the  words  which  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  had  quoted  as 
those  of  the  Duke  of  York,  rendered  it  impossible  for  him  not  to  state 
the  grounds  on  which  he  would  now  support  his  honourable  friend's 
amendment.  He  could  not  but  regret  that  a  private  letter  of  the  Duke 
of  Y^'ork  had  been  brought  forward  as  a  ground  to  justify  his  public 
couduct.  The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  had  stated,  as  the  words 
of  the  Duke  of  York,  that  he  had  resigned  when  the  House  had  arriv- 
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ed  at  the  period  when  his  innocence  had  been  declared  (  flcar!  hear  I 
hcari).  He  'Lord  T.)  had  entertained,  and  did  still  entertain,  a  strofirj 
opinion  of  the  Duke  of  York,  as  Far  as  corruption .  was  concerned  ; 
,  but  lie  protested' against  the  general  assertion  of  his  iunoccncc  CfJcur! 
hear  !  /icarl).  His  Lordship  while  he  acquitted  the  DuJ<e  of  York  oi" 
corruption,  could  not  but  think  him  Idghly  censurable  for  perniittinf^ 
the  interference  of  Mrs.  Clarke,  and,  at  her  recommendation,  endea- 
vouring to  bring  unworthy  peisons  into  responsible  situatrons.  Till  the 
House  had  pronounced  his  innocence  on  these  points,  it  was  too  much 
to  come  forward  with  a  general  assertion  of  innocence,  and  he  protest- 
ed against  it— '{/oiid  cries  of /tern;  hear,  /war!). 

His  Royal  Highness  had  s^id,  that  he  did  not  resign  from  any  dread 
of  the  discussion  in  that  House.  He  thoupht  Ministers  would  have 
better  advised  him,  if  be  had  said,  that  he  had  resigned  out  (>f  submis- 
sion to  that  House,  and  because  he  bowed  to  its  opinion.  /\s  they  Iiad 
acquitted  him  of  corruption,  which  was  the  most  serious  part  of  tlie 
charge,  and  of  which  a  conviction  would  have  been  more  fatal  than 
death,  he  ought  to  have  said,  that  after  that  he  withdrew,  not  because  they 
had  perfectly  cleared  him,  but  he  felt  a  respectful  submission  to  the 
opinion  of  the  country.  Believing  that  there  was  no  ground  to  con- 
vict his  Royal  Highness  of  corruption,  or  connivance  at  corruption, 
he  thought  it  too  much  to  say,  that  he  was  wholly  innocent.  The 
resolution,  if  it  bad  come  forward  before,  would  not  have  goi>e  far 
enough — now  it  went  too  far.  He  would  therefore  vote  for  the 
amendment.  As  to  the  word  Jiozc,  he  did  not  understand  it  as  a  per- 
petual exclusion,  for  as  his  Royal  Highness  had  resigned,  he  thought 
that  would  be  going  too  far. 

Mr.  Whitbread  rose  and  observed,  that  he  could  not  help  ex- 
plaining In  as  few  words  as  he  could,  the  grouijds  on  which  he  would 
vote  for  the  Amendment,  proposed  by  his  noble  friend  behind  him,  m 
a  speech  devoid  of  affectation  and  full  of  ability.  {Hear,  hear,  hear  I). 
But  even,  if  that  amendment  had  not  been  submitted  to  the  House,  he 
could  not  liave  voted  for  the  resolution  of  the  right  honourable  gentle- 
'  man  below  (liathurst).  The  resolution  expressed,  *'  That  imj)roper 
interference  had  been  allowed  to  exist  by  the  Duke  of  York."  Now, 
if  such  a  resolution  was  placed  on  the  Journals  of  the  House,  there 
«;ould  be  no  doubt  that  it  would  excliide  the  Duke  of  York  from  office 
for  ever.  It  was  also  stated,  that  the  interference  of  Mrs.  Clarke  had 
a  tendency  to  discredit  x.\\c  official  administration  af  the  Duke  oi 
York,  and  to  give  countenance  to  very  improper  transactions,  as  had 
acfna/I)/  been  the  case.  (Hear,  hear,  hear!)  After  the  passing  such  a  re- 
solution, he  could  not  imagine  it  possible,  how  the  Duke  of  York  could 
have  continued  an  hour  longer  in  office. 

There  was  another  part  of  the  resolution  to  which  he  objected,  and 
that  was,  its  commencement,  which  complimented  the  Duke  of  York, 
for  the  advantages  which,  through  his  means,  had  resulted  to  the  army. 
He  did  not  mean  to  attempt  to  deprive  the  Duke  of  Yoi  k  of  whatever 
merit  he  could  fairly  claim  on  that  account,  but  it  Irnd  not  been  proved 
to  him  as  a  member  of  Parliament,  that  this  merit  was  at  all  so  tran- 
s^endently  brilliant  as- to  4">e  taken  into  account  when  tlie  House  was 
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proceeding  on  such  grounds  as  "tiie  present  occasiori  presentecl.  Whether 
the  resignation  of  his  Royal  Mighness  yroceeded  from  the  idea  that  the 
House  had  actually  decided  on  his  innocence,  as  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  had  said — or,  wliether  it  had  been  owing  to  the  sense  of 
the  vcrv  disnnguished  minority  which  had  deciv'ed  against  him,  a  cir- 
c:uirisrance  which  in  former  time-s,  had  broken  ofF  wars  between  con- 
tending nations,  and  had  produced  the  most  important  effects  in  domes- 
tic politics--- whether  it  was  because  the  House  had  acquitted  him  of 
corruption  and  connivance  at  corruption-- -or  wliether  it  was  because 
his 'Royal  Highness  felt  that  some  proposition  mild,  comparatively  as 
this  was,  woidd  be  carried  by  the  united  voice  of  the  Commons  of  the 
Knipiie,  and  he  might  presume  that  it  would  have  been  carried  by  a 
great  majority,  at  least,  if  he  righily  understood  the  speeches  of  many 
gentlemen-— whetlicr  it  was  for  any  of  these  reasons," or  for  all  of  them, 
that  the  Duke  of  York  had  thought  it  neither  prudent  nor  proper  to 
cop.tinuc  any  longer,  he  would  not  stop  to  inquire.  It  was  sufficient 
for  them  at  present  that  he  had  retired. — But  in  respect  to  this  resig- 
nation, he  must  say,  that  the  right  houfiurabhe  gentleman  opposite, 
(Mr.  Perceval)  if  he  really  thought  the  Duke  of  York  innocent,  had 
not  done  Ids  duty  either  by  the  House,  or  by  his  Royal  Highness.  If 
the  right  honourable  genrleman  was  convinced  he  was  innocent,  it  was 
liis  duty  not  to  have  abandoned  his  Royal  Highness,  but  to  have  ad- 
vised him  to  continue  in  his  office.  (HeaVj  hear!)  If  he  thought  the 
Duke  of  York  vi^as  innocent,  not  only  oi  corruption,  but  of  all  con- 
nivance at  corruption,  and  of  allowing  improper  interference,  why  did 
he  not  advise  his  .Majes'iy  not  to  accept  his  resignation?  or  if  it  was  ac- 
cepted in  opposition  to  his  advice,  why  did  he  sit  where  he  then  was.? 
The  right  honourable  gentleman  might  be  willing  to  depart  from  his 
own  sentiments;  feut  all  he,  and  1  beheve  others  wanted  was,  that  his 
Royal  Highness  should  resign  ;  and  as  the  resignation  had  taken  place, 
after  those  who  had  voted  with  him,  on  the  subject  of  corruption  and  con- 
nivance, had  been  beat  on  those  points,  he  thought  there  was  no  reason 
lor  any  farther  censure.  If  ths  Duke  of  York  had  resigned  previous 
to  the  close  of  the  Inquiry,  then  he  should  have  thought  that  the  House 
ought  to  have  come  to  a  distinct  resolution  on  the  point  of  corrup^iion, 
because  it  might  then  have  been  thought  necessary  to  have  adopted 
some  farther  proceeding;  but  when  the  question  came  to  appoint  of 
influence,  the  resignation  was  fully  sufficient  to  do  away  any  necessity 
for  censure,  for  the  individual  was  out  of  office,  his  continuance  in 
which  alone  could  have  rendered  it  dangerous,  or  a  proper  subject  for 
the  cognizance  of  the  House.  The  worthy  baronets,  members  for  the 
city  ot  f.ondon,  had,  therefore,  come  a  day  after  the  fair.  (Hear, 
hear!)  Now,  when  his  Royal  Higliness  had  resigned,  they  had  come 
Tunning  and  out  of  breath  to  express  their  willingness  to  vote  against 
the  Duke  of  York,  "  See  now,"  they  said,  "only  now  observe,  how 
r^ady  we  are  to  vote  against  his  Royal  Hiohness."  They  could  not 
touch  the  Duke  of  \  ork  while,  politically  speaking,  he  was  living, 
but  they  were  the  first  to  pounce  upon  the  dead  carcase.  (A  roar  of- 
hiizhter.) 

Ihe    word  ?ioa^  which  had  been  so  much  objected  to,   Mr.  W, 
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thought  It  essentially  necessary  in  the  amendment  of  his  nohTe  friend. 
Some  might,  perhaps,  supp6se  that  this  word  might  have  a  reference  to 
the  exclusion  of  his  Royal  Highness  from  the  throne— he  did  not  say 
that  that  actually  was  the  opinion  of  any   one,  but  it  might  be  so;  and 
therefore  he   observed,  that  exclusion  from  the  tlirone   was  at  present 
totally  out   of  the  question.     It  was  by  much   too  serious  a  subject  ro- 
be at  all  taken  upon  the  present  occasion  ;  and  he  was  sorry  that  it  had 
been  at  all  alluded  to.      But  the  word  now  did  not  mean   a  perpetual 
exclusion  from  office — though  if  it  were  understood  that  it  was  in  the 
contemplation  of  any  minister  to  restore  his  Royal  Highness  to  his  com- 
mand, the  country  would  think,  andjustly  think,  that  the  result  of  this 
inquiry  had  been  nothing  at  all  to  the  purpose;  nothing  that  could  pos- 
sibly satisfy  them  ;  nothing  with  which  they  ought  to  be  satisfied.     He 
<lid    certainly   think    it    nearly   impossible    that  the    Duke  of  York 
should  be  restored  to  his  situation.     But  as  he  had  not   the  power  of 
looking   into  futurity,  it  was  impossible  for  him  to  say  that  circum- 
stances could  not  occur  in  which  such  a  resumption  might  be  proper. 
Suppose,   by  some  almost  miraculous  event,  it  should  not  only  be  pro* 
per,  but  even  necessary,  that  his  Royal  Highness  sliould  resume  his  of- 
fice, the  word  nozc  reserved  a  power  of  considering  this  Report  over 
again,  and  of  dealing  with  it  as  in  such  a  case  might  appear  just  or 
prudent.     ,. 

The  right  hon.  gentleman  over  the  way,  had  talked  of  the  absence  of 
party  spirit  on  this  occasion,  and  yet  the  gentleman  on  the  opposite  side 
had  accused  those  who  sat  beside  him  of  party  motives  on   this  pro- 
ceeding— now,  if  ever  there  was  any  thing  from  which  party  all  along 
had    been  excluded,    it  was  this.     The   honourable   gentleman  who 
brought  forward  the  charges  had  stood  alone— he  had  concerted  nothing 
with  any  party,  either  with  the  party  opposite,  that  of  his  honourable 
friends  near  him,  or  a  third  party,  which  might  be  so  called,  as  they 
acted  generally  in  a  body,  and  were  distinguished  by  a  term  which  he 
would  not  mention  (the  Saints  perhaps).  And  yet  the  honourable  gen- 
tleman had  135  members  with  biin  on  the  address  which  he  originally 
proposed.    There  was  a  party,  the  annihilation  of  which,  he  hoped, 
would  be  among  the  salutary  effects  of  this  inquiry — a  party  which 
was  not  known  b}^  the  constitution,  which  Lord  Chatham  characte- 
rised as  a  party  behind  the  Throne,  which  was  greater  than  the 
Throne  itself ;  a  party  which  had  been  audaciously  published,  as  ex- 
isting last  summer,  without  prosecution  having  taken  place  in  con- 
sequence; a  party  which  was  not  new  in  our  days,  as  it  had  existed 
forty  years.  (Loud  cries  of  hear,  hear!)     He  hoped  that  party  would 
be  extinguished.    If  proceedings  were  instituted  against  any  of  those 
publications  which  had  animadverted  on  the  conduct'of  the  Duke 
of  York,  he  hoped  the  publication  he  alluded  to  would  not  escape, 
for  it  was  one  of  the  foulest  libels  upon  his  Royal  Highness  that  ever 
had, or  could  possibly  exist.  (Hear,  hear,  hear !)     He  hoped  other 
Princes  would  learn  to  beware  of  such  parties ;  to  take  care  that  they 
should  not  be  allowed  to  form,  or  subvert  administrations  at  theic 
pleasure.     If  the  gentlemen  opposite  owed  their  official  situations 
to  such  a  party,  he  hoped,  that  seeing  the  consequences  to  which 
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such  intrigues  led,  they  would  put  it  down,  and  thus  afford  some 
compensatiou  to  their  countr3\  The  existence  of  this  secret  cabi- 
net was  no  new  thing  in  our  history.  It  had  been  found  out  bv  Sir 
William  Temple,  hi  the  reign  of  Charles  the  Second;  and  Sir  Wil- 
liam then  told  him  the  consequences  that  vvonld  result  from  it;  he 
told  him  that  it  was  unknown  to  the  constitution  ;  that  it  ought  not 
to  exist ;  and  that  if  it  was  allowed  to  continue,,  it  would  work  the 
overtiirow  of  his  Majesty's  family  and  crown.  fLoud  cries  of  hear ^ 
hear !) 

An  honourable  gentleman  wished  to  read  the  Duke  of  York  a 
lecture  on  morality.     He  (Mr.  W.)  did  not  think  this  a  fit  time  for 
such  a  lecture.     A  sufficiently  long  and  grave  one  haxi  been  read  to 
liis  Royal  Hisjhness  in  the  course  of  the  examination.     The  situa- 
tion   of  Princes  was  a  very  difficult  one.     They  were  exposed  to 
greater  teuiptations  than  otliers,  without  the  same  means  of  resist- 
ance.    They  almost  always  wanted  that  valuable  acquisition — an  ad- 
monishing friend.     Such  a  friend  was  with  them  so  rare,  that  to 
speak  the  truth  to  a  Prince  had  been  always  considered  as  a  charac- 
teristic of  extreme  boldness.     "  He  is  a  bold  man  this,"  it  had  been 
said,  "  for  he  has  spoken  the  truth  even  to  the  King."     Some  al- 
lowances in  a  moral  point  of  view  were  due  to  persons  in  such  a  si- 
tuation.    Another  strong  reason  why   the  House  should  not  read 
the  Duke  of  York  a  lecture  on  morality  was,  the  situation  in  which 
the  princes  were  placed,  from  the  necessity  of  thecase,  of  not  being 
allowed  to  form  those  connections  of  the  heart  which  were  permit- 
ted to  every  other  subjeet.     He  did  not  say  this  was  a  case  in  point 
with  respect  to  his  Royal  Highness.     The  observation  was  general; 
but  he  thought  it  was  a  reason  why  the  House  should  not  readily 
throw  stones  at  Princes  on  account  of  their  improper  connections. 
We  had,  lie  observed,  one  Royal  Duke  whose  character  for  morality 
and  correct  conduct,  stood  as  high  as  that  of  any  man  ;  and,  consi- 
dering the  circumstances  to    which  he   had   alluded,  th^  greater 
temptations  and  the  difficulties  attached  to  the  situation,  it  would 
tiot  be  an  easy  matter  to  prize  such  a  character  higher  than  it  de- 
served. (Alluding,  -perhaps,  to  the  Duke  of  Gloucester). 

The  honourable  gentleman  proceeded  to  observe,  that  he  had  a 
few  words  to  state  on  the  subject  of  a  meeting  of  General  Offi- 
cers, to  which  he  had  referred  on  a  former  night.  ''He  said  that  the 
idea  of  the  resolution  which  he  had  understood  to  have  been^corae 
to  by  that  meeting  was  not  so  entirely  put  duwn  as  had  been  stated, 
though  indeed,  he  confessed,  he  had*^now  no  dread  from  it.  He  was 
now  inforiued,  that  the  proposal  made  at  that  meeting  had  been 
grounded  on  a  letter  from  a  garrison  commander,  and,  was  drawn 
Out  in  the  hand-writing  of  Sir  David  Dundas.  He  was  now  even 
given  to  understand,  that  the  propositimi  had  been  seconded  by  the 
light  honourable  general  opposite  (the  Secretary  at  War),  and  that 
it  was  in  consequence  of  the  opposition  of  one  general  officer  pre- 
sent that  it  was  withdrawn  for  the  mon>ent;  not  entirely  set  aside, 
but  to  be  brought  forv/ard  on  some  future  opportunity.*  The  ho- 
nourable gentleman  had  been  informed  yesterdav,  by  a  verv  respect- 

1  -  "  '         able 


699 

abk  p<?rson,  a  bookseller,  who  he  believed,  was  known  to  most  of  the 
genlleiiien  on  the  other  side,  ihcit  a  clergvman  had  called  upon  him, 
requesting   that  he  would  recoinuicnd  to  him  a  literary  gentleman 
lo  correct  a  letter  to  be  addressed  to  his  Royai  Highness  by  the 
club  of  general  oflicers,  telling  him  that  he  would  do  wrong  were  he 
to  resign  his  situation.       I  he   bookseller,  however,  very    properly 
desired  the  reverend  gentleman  lo  take  back  the  address  to  the  ge- 
neralofficer  from  whom  he  had  received  it,assunng  him  that  thepub- 
hcation  of  such  a  paper  was  the  mostfoohsh  step  that  could  possibly 
be  adopted.  He  had  been  told  that  there  could  be  no  harm  result  from 
such  meetings.     He  dared  to  say  the  tact  was  so,  as  Caesar  stopped 
his   tumultuous  legions,  simply    by  using  the    word  "  Quiriles,"  it 
would   be  only  necessary  to  remind  them  that  they  were  soldiers. 
The   honourable   gentleman  declared  his  opinion,  that  a  national 
sentiment  prevailed  that  the  son  of  the  King  was  not  a  fit  person  to 
be  Commander  in  Chief.     The  present  inquiry  had  demonstrated 
that  it  was  not  fit  that  the  son  o^'  the  King  should  hold  that  situa- 
tion.    The  House  had  been  engaged  in  this  inquiry  from  the  first 
of  February  to   the  ^iOth   of  Mardi.     We  of  course  saw  the  case 
with  w^hich    the  son  of  the  King  could  be  removed  from  his  situa- 
tion.    When    the  charges  were  first  brought  forward,  gentlemen 
on   the  other  side  had  stepped   forward,   and    challenging  the  ho- 
nourable mover  to  the  inquiry,  had  said,  "  Ohi  now  at  length  you 
have  come  in  a  tangible  shape ;  and  we  thank  you  for  givuig  us  an 
opportunity  of  meeting  the  charges."     When  the  honouraDle  gen- 
tleman, however,  had  proved  his'charges,  he  w^as  told  thai  lie  was 
to  have   no    thanks   at   all.      For    these  reasons  he  thought  the 
son  of  tlie  King  was  not  a  fit  person  to  hold  such  a  situation.  There 
was  a  time  when  the  favourite  son  of  a  King  had  not  been  so  treated. 
In  a  former  reign,  when  the  Duke  of  Cumberland  gave-  offence  by 
concluding  the^'convention   of  Closter  Seven,  he    was  at  once  re- 
moved and  disgraced.     Though  he  (Mr.  Whitbread)  was  not  pre- 
pared to  say,  that  the  honourable  gentleman  who  brought  forward 
these  charges  ought  to  receive  the  thanks  of  the  House,  because  in 
so  doing  h'e  had  only  discharged  his  duty,  he   was  satisfied  that  he 
had  the  thanks  of  the  great  majority  of  that  House  and  of  999  out  of 
every  1000  individuals  throughout  the  kingdom. 

The  Secretary  at  War  said,  he  had  only  to  repeat  w^hat  he  had 
said  on  a  former  night  on  the  subject  of  the  club  of  general  oHicers. 
From  the  statement  of  the  hon.  member,  that  the  proceeding  was 
founded  on  a  letter  of  a  garrison  commander,  one  would  think  that  a 
formal  address  had  been  proposed  ;  this,  however,  was  not  the  case. 
It  was  merely  the  subject  ot  conversation,  whether  it  might  be  proper 
to  pass  a  resolution  of  thanks  to  the  Duke  of  York  then,  or  at  any 
other  time.  Nothing  farther  was  done,-  so  it  was  unnecessary  for  him 
to  say  that  he  did  not  second  a  proposition  which  had  never  been  made. 
So  far  from  it,  no  intimation  of  such  a  proposal  was  made  till  die  cloth 
was  removed  from  the  table.  It  was  then  talked  of,  and  it  wa« 
agreed  that  at  all  events  such  a  measure  would  not^be  advisable  till  the 
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conclusion  of  the  tliscussion  now  going  on  in  the  House  of  Commons. 
There  were  at  the  time  only  thirteen  gentlemen  present,  and  the  pro- 
position was  not  received  with  acclamations.  As  to  any  thing  further 
on  the  subject,  he  was  as  ignorant  of  1tas  if  he  had  not  been  present. 

On  the  question  being  put  on  Mr.  Batliurst's  motion,  it  was  negatived 
without  a  division. 

Lord  Althorpe*s  amendment  was  then  put  as  a  distinct  motion^ 
when 

Mr.  Perceval  moved  as  an  amendment,  that  the  word  '*  now''  be 
omitted. 

On  this  the  House  divided. 

For  Mr.  Percevars  amendment     -     ^     -     235 
Against  it       -.,------112 


Majority  for  omitting  the  word  *'  710Z0'*  123 
Strangers  were  not  re-admitted  after  the  division,  but  we  understand 
that  several  notices  were  given. —  Lord  Folkstone  fixed  the  17th  April 
next,  for  further  inquiry  into  the  Minutes  of  Evidence  on  the  case  of 
the  late  Commander  in  Chief.  His  Lordship  also  gave  notice  of  his 
intention,  within  a  few  days,  to  move  that  such  letters  as  had  no  refer- 
ence to  the  late  proceedings,  and  which  had  been  sealed  up  by  the  dif- 
ferent Committees,  should  be  returned  to  Mrs.  Clarke,  and  the  other 
persons  to  whom  they  were  addressed. 


THUS  terminated  this  arduous  discussion  on  a  point  ultimately  con- 
nected with  the  vital  interests  of  the  empire,  a  discussion  which  has  no 
parallel  in  the  annals  of  English  history.  It  is  a  singular  fact  that  the 
only  instance  of  an  adjourned  debate,  for  so  long  a  period  as  three  days, 
happened  at  the  Revolution  of  1688,  when  the  crown  was  transferred  by 
a  majority  of  one  to  the  Prince  of  Orange. 

Though  the  resignation  of  the  office  of  Commander  in  Chief  by  the 
Duke  of  York,  suspended  the  proceedings  relative  to  that  specific  object; 
it  will  be  seen  with  pleasure  by  every  well-wisher  to  this  country,  that  the 
matter  will  noi  be  suftered  to  rest  here.  The  scenes  that  have  already 
been  disclosed  must  have  convinced  the  whole  nation  of  tht;  absolute  ne- 
cessity of  sifting  the  business  to  the  bottom.  We  sincerely  hope  that 
these  enquiries  may  lead  to  a  thorough  reform  of  all  the  abuses  existing 
in  the  various  departments  of  the  Government ;  more  especially  in  our 
Military  System,  and  be  the  means  of  placing  our  army  on  such  a  footing 
as  the  exigencies  of  these  critical  times  most  imperiously  demand. 


END. 


tsp*  ^  Supplement  to  this  Work  will  speedily  appear,  due  notice  of 
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forming  two  neat  pocket  Vyiumes,  8s.  boards. 

There  is  also  a  superior  Edition  in  Post  Oc- 
tavo.    iGs.  boards.     Hot-pressed. 

THE  DUELLISTS. 

One  Volume,  l;^mo.  .5s   boards. 

The  DUELLISTS:  or,  MEN  of  HONOR. 
A  Story;  calculated  to  shew  the  Folly,  Extrava- 
gance, and  Sin  of  Duelling.  By  Wi'lUavi  Lucas. 
DEAITI   OF  ABEL.— Arr^  rranslation. 

One  Volume,  8vo.  5  Plates,  5?.  boards,  hot- 
pressed. 

Tlie  DEATH  of  ABEL,  by  Solomon  Gessner; 
with  Notes;  translated  froui  the  Gerinan,  by 
Fred  trie  Sfflberl.  To  which  is  prefixed,  a  co- 
pious Memoir  of  the  Life  of  the  Author, 

Dr.  WxYTKiNS's  ANECDOTES. 

One  VoloniP.  8vo.  1'Os.  6d   board*; 
CHARACTERl.Vnc  ANECDOTES  of  Men 
celebrated   for  their  Learning  and   Genius,  from 
the  Reign  of  C^veen  ElizEibcth  to  the  i)re3ent 
Time, 


SENECA'S  MORALS. 

One  Vnliiii^e,  Hrao.  6s.  boards. 
SENECA'S  MORALS,   by  Way '>f  Abstract 
to  which  is  added,  a  Discourse  under  the  Title 
of  an  After-Thouuht.    Bv  Sir  Ruger  L'F,nrnit>re, 

TURNER'S  GEOGRAPHY.      * 

One  Volume   I'^imo.  with  Portrait,  2s.  6d.  bound 

A  SHORT  and  COMPREHENSIVE  SYS-" 
TEM  of  CLASSICAL  GEOGRAPHY.  Bv  the 
Rev.  R.  Turner,  LL,  D.  late  of  Magdalen 
Hall,  Oxford.  With  a  Recommendatory  Pre- 
face, by  .ToHN  Evans,  A.  I\I. 

GLEANINGS  IN  AFRICA. 

One  Volume,  8vo.  10  Plates,  10s.  6d.  boards. 


exhibiting   n 
Manners  and 


GLEANINGS  in  AFRICA, 
faithful  and  correct  View  of  the 
Cuc^loms  of  the  lubabitants  of  the  CAPE  of 
GOOD  HOPE,  and  surrounduig  Country.  With 
ail  Account  of  the  System  of  Agriculture'adopted 
by  the  Colonists,  &c.  &c.  Interspersed  with 
Observations  and  Reflections  on  tlie  Slate  of 
Slavery  in  the  Southern  Extremity  of  the  Afric-in 
Continent.  In  a  Series  of  Letters  from  an  En- 
glish Officer. 

ZIMMERMANN  ON  NATIONAL 
PRIDE. 

One  Volume,  8vo   4  Plates,  4s.  6d   boards. 

An  ESSAY  on  NATIONAL  PRIDE,  whe- 
ther arising  from  E.>;cellencies  real  or  imaginary  : 
with  an  Examination  ol  its  Advantages  and  Dis- 
advantages; and  Observations  on  Religious, 
Monarchical,  and  Republican  Pride,  Trans- 
lated from  the  GerrHau  of  Jolni  George  Zim^ner- 
munn.     With  Notes;  by  Frederic  Shoher I. 

CLELAND'3  LIFE  OF  PIIT. 

(TZ/e  only  one  piil/liihed.) 
One  Volume,  12mo.  10  Plates,  5s.  6d.  boards. 
MEMOIRS  of  the  LIFE  of  the  Right  Honor- 
able WILLIAM  PiTT,  comprehending  a  His-. 
t(jry  of  Public  Affairs  during  his  Administration  j 
and  a  concise  Summary  of  the  brilliant  Speeches 
made  by  him  in  Parliament,  Interspersed  with 
Biographical  Notices  of  his  principal  Cotenipo- 
raries.     Bv  Henri/  Cleland,  Esq. 

PAXTON's  LIFE  OF  FOX. 

One  Volume,  l2mo.  H)  I'lates,  5s.  Gd.  boards. 
The  LIFE  of  the  late  Right  Honorabla 
CHARLES  JAMES  FOX,  comprehending  a 
brief  View  of  the  Times  in  which  he  lived; 
some  Account  of  his  principal  Cotemporaries; 
his  occasional  Verses,  and  other  Productions. 
Bv  George  Paxton,  Esq. 

PLEASURES  OF  LOVE. 

In  small  Octavo,  hot-prcsed,  with  Frontispiece, 
6s.  boards.  Second  Edition,  improved. 
The  PLEASURES  of  LOVE:  being  AMA- 
TORY POEMS,  original  and  selected,  from  the 
Asiatic  and  European  Languages.  My  G.  W, 
Fitz.v:iili(nn,  Esq. 

THESPIAN  DICTIONARY. 

One  Volume,  12iuo.  21  Plates,  9s.  boards.     Se- 
cond Edition. 
The  THESPLVN  DICTIONARY  ;  or.  Dra- 
matic  Biography  of  the   present  Age ;  con- 
taining Sketche.«  of  the  Lives,  List  of  the  Pro 
ductions,  &c.  of  the  princijial  Dramatists,  Com- 
posers,  Commentators,    Managers,    Actors   and 
Actresses,   .of  the    United   Kingdom,  formuig  a 
i    complete  History  of  the  English  Stage. 


l^tJBLISHED  BY  JAMES  CUNDEE,  LONDON. 


WtLSON's  ECCENIRIC  MIRROR. 

4  Voiiimes,  12mo.  44  Plates,  II.  '2s.  boards. 
The  ECCENTRIC  MIRROR;  relieving  a 
faithful  and  interesting  Deli  icatiou  of  Male  and 
Female  Characters,  ancient  and  modern ;  who 
have  been  distinguished  b^'  extraordinary  Quali- 
fications, Talents  and  Propensities.  Tlie  whole 
exhibiting  a  wonderful  Di-^play  of  Human  Ac- 
tion in  the  grand  Theatre  of  the  World.  Col- 
lected and  re-collected,  from  the  most  respecta- 
ble Sources.     Bv  (}.  H.  Wilson. 

ADAMS'S  HORSEMANSHIP. 

In  S  Volumes,  8vo.  tO  Plates,  engraved  by 
Mr.  Scott,  from  Paintiugt.  hy  Mr.  Sakto- 
Hius,  21.  2s.  boards. 

AN  ANALYSIS  of  HORSEMANSHIP, 
teaching  the  whole  Art  cf  Riding,  in  the  Ma- 
nege, Military,  Hunting,  Racing,  and  Travel- 
ling System:  together  with  the  MeRjod  of  Break- 
ing of  Horses  for  every  purpose  to  whicii  those 
noble  Animals  are  adapted.  By  Joi£>:  Adams, 
Riding-Mastor. 

SI  RANGER  IN  AMERICA. 

Elegantly  printed  in  one  large  Quarto  Volume, 
illustrated  by  many  Colored  Engraviogs,  com- 
prehend iiig  ViewSj  Ptblic  Buildings,  Plans, 
&c.    T*'o  Guineas  in  Boards. 
The  STRANGER  in  AMERICA :  Containing 
Observations  made  during  a    long  Residence  in 
thai  Country  on  tiie  Genius,  ivlanners,  and  Cus- 
toms of  the  People  of  ihe  Unittid   States;  their 
Governmeut,  Laws,  and  Criminal  Punishments ; 
the  State  of  Agriculture,  Commerce,  Manufac- 
tures, Religion,  Arts,  Sciences,  Slavery,  :ind  the 
Slave  Trade;  together  v^ith  Biogrnphical  Parti- 
culars of  Public  Characters;  a  View  of  the  Rise 
and  Progress  of  the  Drama  ;   Hints  and  Facts  re-, 
lative  to  Emigration,  and  a  Variety  of  iditeresting 
Anecdotes  and  Details,  Mural,  Historical,  Scien- 
-  tific,  and  Descriptive.     By  CHAP.i.iiS  William 
Jaxson',  Esq.  Late  of  the  State  of  Rhode  Island, 
Counsellor   at  Law. 

*i^*  For  a  character  of  this  work  see  the 
Monthly  Review  (for  May) — Anti  Jacobin  (for 
June) — Eclectic  (for  June) — Oxford  (for  June) 
— European  jNIagazine  '  (for  May) — .Monthly 
Mirror  (for  May) — Modern  Plutarch  (fur  May) 
• — Sporting  Magazine  (for  April)  and  Cabinet 
/{or  Julv)  last. 

SOMERVlLLE's  CHASE,  zvith  Notes  hy 
Majo7'  Top  ham. 

In  one  Volume,  Foolscap  8vo.  with   ?v^ine  hoan- 
tiful    Engravings  by  Scott,  from   Paintings  by 
Sartor? iti,    together    with    appropriate    Tail- 
pieces, by  Austin,  &c.  6s.  6d.  boards. 
A  large  Post  8vo.  Edition  of  thi-  above,  with 

proof  Impressions  of  the  Plates,  IDS'.  6d.  boards. 

Hot-pressed. 

DUNCAN'S  BRITISH  TRIDENT. 

In  5  Vols,  12mo.  56  Engraving-,  ll.  73.  f(\.  bds. 
The  BRITISH  TRIDENT  •  or,  REG  I  TER 
ef  NAVAL  ACTIONS;  nicluding  authentic 
Accounts  of  all  the  most  ren)arkable  Engage- 
ments at  Sea  in  which  the  British  Fhiii  has  been 
eminently  distinguished,  from  the  Period  of  the 
memorable  Defeat;  of  the  Spinisii  Arinada  to  the 
present  Time.  Chronologically  arranged.  By 
ARCHiisAtD  Duncan,  Esq.  late  of  the  Royal 
^'avy. 


DUNCAN'S  HISTORY  OF  SHIP- 
WRECKS. 

I  In  4  Volumes,  I'imo.  44  insravings,  H.  2s.  bds. 

BRUCE's  TRAVELS. 

One  Volume,  1'2mo.  W.  Plates,  6s.  66.  board-i. 

TRAVELS,  between  the  Years  1768  and 
1773,  through  Pari  of  AfRic.^,  Syria,- Egypt, 
and  ARAniA,  into  Abvssin  ia,  to  discover  the 
SOURCE  of  the  NILE;  comprehendiiie  an  in- 
teresting Narrative  of  the  Aut!  ur's  Adventure* 
in  Abyssinia,  and  a  circumstantial  Account  of 
the  Manners,  Customs,  Government,   Religion, 

I  History,  &c.  &c.  of  that  Country.     By  live  Jat« 

;Jam  lsBrvch,  Esq. 

SPOR  rSM AN's  C  \ BINET. 

In  2  V'olumes,  super-royal  Quarto,  hot-pi'cssed^ 
71    7s.   bourds.   23  Plates  hy  Scoft.. 

WHITE'S  LIFE  OF  NLLSON.      ^  , 

Third  Edition,  cons'; dnahbf  improved,  in  one.* 
Volame,t\;ino.  with  l2'Eu2;ravings,  8s.  boards 
MEMO!  lis  of  the  PROFESSfONAL  LIFE 
of  tke  Most  Noble  Lord  HORATIO  NELSON, 
Compreliending  authentic  and  circumstantial 
Dei-Jls  of  his  glorious  Acliievcments  under  the 
British  Flag,  and  a  Sketc'a  of  his  Parliaincnlarj 
Conduct  and  PrivSite  Character.  With  Biogra- 
phical Particulars  of  Coiemporary  Naval  Offi- 
cers. With  a  correct  Narrative  of  the  Cere- 
monies of  his  Funeral.  By  Joskua  White,  Esq. 
*:t:*  There  is  also  an  Edition  of  the  preceding 
Work  beautifully  printed  on  a  Nonp;  i  eil  Type^^ 
in  S'imo.  for  the  Pocket,  v.fith  Eight  Engravings. 
Price  4s.  boards. 

DUNCAN'S  NELSON. 

fn  1  Volume,  I2my,  14  Encraviuos,  6s.  6d.  bds. 

The  LIFE  of  the  Rii^iit  Honorable  HORA-  ' 
TIO  LORD  yiSCOuN'T  NELSON,  Vice-Ad- 
miral of  the  White,  &c.  Illustrated  wilii  Notes, 
Portraits,  and  descriptive  Engravings.  By  Ar- 
chibald Duncan,  Esq.  atithor  of  "  The  British 
Trident,"  and  "  Mariner's  Chrcnicle." 

N.  B.  The  Euibcllislinieiits  to  (he  Three  fore- 
going articles  are  entirely   distinct    from    ench 
other,  and  exhibit  diiferent  Occurrences  in  the  _ 
Life  of  the  Hero. 

SMITITs  ANECDOTES  of  ANIMALS. 

In  6  Volumes,  l.^mo.  with  66  F.uorvmiis,  taken 
from  Subjects  contained  in  theWork, 11. 1:^15  bdi>. 

The  NATUR.\ LIST'S  CABINET;  cuntaia- 
tng  interesting  Sketches  of  .\iiiiiial  History,  illus- 
trative of  the  Natures,  Dispositions,  Manners, 
Habits,  and  Modes  cf  Subsistence,  of  all  the  most 
remarkable  C^iiadrupeds,  Birds,  Fishes,  Amphi- 
bia, Reptiles,  and  Inserts,  in  the  whole  World, 
regularly  arranged.  By  the  Rev.  Thomas  Spiith, 
Editor  of  a  new  and  improved  Edition  of  Wins- 
ton's Josephus,  (Sec. 

There  is  another  Edition,  in  8\'0.  price  21.  Ms. 
b')ards ;  also  a  tc^'  copies  with  colored  Piate?^ 
31.  14s.  boards. 

EVANS'S  THOMSON. 

Second  Edition,  one  Volume,  small  Uvo.  63.  bds. 
The  SEASONS,  by  Jamts  Thomson  :  to 
which  is  preti.\ed  a  L;feof  the  Aiahor;  together 
with  explanatory  Remarks  on  the  Seasons.  By 
Ji^hn  Evans,  A.  I\L  Ornanientfxi  with  Eight 
beautiful  Engraving'',  iiluvtrative  of  the  Sea» 
sons  ;  together  with  a  Vignette  Title-page,  uud  • 
Portrait  of  the  AulJior. 


THE  APOLLO. 

Upon  a  new  Plan,  with  bcautilul  Engravings, 
and  Head-lines  to  each  Page,  consisting  of 
sekct  Toasts  and  Sentiments  and  containing 
a  valuable  Collection  ol"  the  most  popular  JMo- 
dcrn  StMigs  in  the  English  Language  :  with  aai 
Addenda,  including  many  of  the  celebrated  Pro- 
logues rtud  Epilogu'es  of  the  present  Day  ;  pre- 
fixed are  CViginai  Memoirs  of  the  distinguished 
Performers  on  the  London  boards.    Price  ^s.  6d. 

The  VOCAL  ENCYCLOPAEDIA. 

Comprising  an  extensive  variety  of  Popular  Songs, 
Catches  Glees,  6cc.  sung  at  various  Convivial 
]M.3ctings  and  Places  of  Public  Entertainment ; 
Memoirs  of  Dramatic  Characters  are  prefixed  ; 


and  a  Supplement,  consisting  of  humorous  Pro- 
Jojjues   and  Epilogues. 

POPULAR  MORAL  TALIS,  entertaining 
and  instructive,  selected  from  tlie  Works  of  va- 
rious elegant  Prose  ^Vriters.  By  John  Adams, 
A    INI.     Price  2s.  6d. 

MISS  GL^NNING's  TRANSLATION 
OF  FONTENELLE. 
CONVERSATIONS  on  tiie  PLURALITY 
of  WORLDS.  By  Bernard  be  Fontenelle: 
with  Notes,  and  an  Account  of  the  ^uthor,  by 
Jehome  de  la  Lande.  Translated  from  the 
last  Paris  Edition,  b}'  Miss  Gunning.  With  a  Por- 
trait of  Fontenelle.    Second  Edition,  2s, 6d.  bds. 


NEW  PERIODICALS 

Published  in  NimberSy  dclhercd  regularlt/  xdlh  the  Magazines  and  other  PubUcations, 
in  Tou-n  and  Cmntry,  by  the  respectke  Bookselkrs,  Dealers  in  SookSj  Newsmen^ 
Stationers,  and  Venders  of  Periodical  Publications  in  general. 

One  or  more  Numbers  of  these  Works  may  be  had  at  a  Time:  and,  in  Order  that  the  Public  inay 
suffer  no  Disappointment  from  any  particular  Number  being  out  of  Print,  (a  circumstance  which 
too  often  happens  in  the  Publication  of  Periodical  Works)  a  very  large  Impression  of  each  has 
been  taken  off,  which  is  continually  kept  up,  to  secure  a  regular  and  immediate  supply.  Should 
it  l.appen  that  Purchasers  be  disappointed  in  the  regular  Delivery  of  the  Publications  from  the 
Albion  P.  ess,  the  same  will  be  immediately  served,  on  transmuting  Notice  to  the  Publisher. 


Vniform/i;  priiitecl,  ami  PfHi^hed  Monthly, 

1.  the  MODERN  PLUTARCH;  or,  UNI- 
VERSAL BIOGRAPHY.  Printed  in  small 
8vo.  with  Portraits,  price  Is.  Complete  in  24 
JJumbers-  all  published. 

s>.  SELECT  MODERN  CLASSICS,  compre- 
hending ne^v  Translations  of  the  aiost  esteemed 
productions  of  German,  French,  and  Italian  Au- 
thors, with  their  lives,  and  Notes.  Price  Is.  6d. 
each  Number,  with  a  fine  engraving.  Another 
Edition,  in  iSmo  at  Is.  each.  A  few  Copies  also 
oji  large  paper,  with  proof  plates,  at '2s. 
Uniformly   printed,    and   PnhUshed   ff'etkly,  m 

12//10.    tciUi  one   or  more  Engiavings  to  each 

Number,  price  6d. 

Snorn.RL's  Translation  of  STURM's  RE- 
FLECTIONS on  the  Works  of  God,  with  Notes 
and  luiprovernents;  in  SO  Numbers. 

Aiu)ther  Edition  in  small  Octavo,  Is.  6d.  each  ; 
in  l.^  Niuubers. 

IIERVEV's  MEDITATIONS,  CONTEM- 
PLATIONS, DIALOGUES,  and  LE'lTERS. 
A  new  and  improved  Edition,  in  ;>'2  Numbers. 

3.  WILSON'S  ECCENTRIC  MIllROll;  or, 
Lives  of  Wonderful  Mt-n  and  Women,  with 
Plates.      In   Forty  Nuiabers. 

3.  DUNCAN'S  BRITISH  TRIDENT;  or, 
REGISTER  of  NAVAL  VICTORIES.  In  50 
Numbers. 

4.  DUNCAN'S  MARINER'S  CHRONI- 
CLE; a  Collection  of  the  most  interesting  Nart 
rativesofSII  IPWRECKS,  FIRES,  FAMLNES, 
&c.     Ir.   Forty  Numbers. 

s.  DUNCAN'S  LIFE  of  LORD  NELSON, 

by  Mrs.  Pxl- 


in  Twelve  Nu7nhers. 

6.  FEMALE  BIOGRAPHY 
KINGTON.     In  Ten  Numbers. 


7.  MACDONALD's  BRITISH  M.IRTIAL 
REGISTER  ;  or,  History  of  all  the  most  ce- 
lebrated   LAND  BAT  rLES.     In  40  Numbers, 

8.  SMITH'S  ANECDOTES  of  ANIMALS, 
with  Plates,  from  Subjects  contained  in  the  Work. 
CO  Numbers. 

*t*  Another  Edition,  in  Bco.  with  Proof  Plates, 
at  l5.  each  Number. — A  few  Copies  arc  also  re- 
served, with  the.  Plates  colored,  at    Is.   6d.  each. 

9.  CAPTAINS  ROBSON  and  WILSON'S 
MISSIONARY  VOYAGES  to  the  SOUTH 
SEA  ISLANDS.     In  Ten  Numbers. 

10.  BRUCE's  celebrated  TRAVELS  into 
ABYSSINIA,  in  Twelve  Numbers. 

11.  Popular  VOYAGES  round  the  WORLD 
by  Captains  Byron. Wallis,  and  Carteret,  lONos. 

12.  Captain  Cook's  VOYAGES  round  the 
WORLD,  in  Twenty  Numbers. 

13.  The  LIFE  of  the  late  CHARLES  JAMES 
Fl)X.  I3v  GKoncEpAXTON,  Esq.  InloNumbers. 

14.  LIFE  of  the  late  WILLIAM  PUT.  By 
Henhy  Ci-li.anu,  Esq.    Li  lO  Numbers. 

15.  WHISTON's  Edition  of  the  genuine 
WORKS  of  FL.AVIUS  JOSEPHUS;  improved 
by  the  Rev.  T.  Smith.     In  Sixty-five  Nuinbers, 

19.  Rev.  JOHN  EVANS's  Edition  of  MIL- 
TON's  PARADISE  LOST,  with  Notes,  by  the 
learned  Brsnop  Newton;  including  PAR.V- 
DISE  REGAIN'D,  &c.  with  a  Life  of  the 
AUTHOR,  in  19  Numbers. 
Printed  in  ISmo.  or  pocitt  size,  and  Published 

Weekly,  price  6d.  each,  with  Plates, 

Anotlier  Edition,  in  small  8vo.  Proof  Plates, 
16  Numbers,  price  Is.  eachx, 

17.  The  CRIMINAL  RECORDER;  or,  Bi- 
ographical Sketches  of  Notorious  Public  Cha- 
racters.    In  31  Numl^rs. 


MACDOXALDs  NEW  LONDON  FAMILY  COOK, 

With  New  Plates,  Twenty  Numbers  in  Octavo,  at  6d.   each. 

THE    SEASONS; 


BY  JAMES  THOMSON: 


Tr»  wluch  i»  rrefixetl  a  Lite  ->f  ihe  Author ;  to.;;'  ther  with  explanatury  Remarks  on  the  Sei 
,  M.  Second  Edition,  with  Nuies and  iliustraiiOn*.  EmbcUisliCd  v»itii  bsautifuiKngf«vin 
Numbers  a;  Gti-  f^i\\,  «;  i;.  6J.  in  boards. 


Seasans.  Bv  the  Rev.  J.  F.V  ANS, 
iii^s  «n  C'J])j)eraod  Wood<  ig 


